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%* The rapidity with vrhich the following Stric- 
tures have been hurried through the press^ must be 
pleaded by their Author as an apology for a defective 
arrangement, and fur several verbal inaccuracies ivhicli 
will be found in tl^m» 



Printed by T. Ratt, €lMcU«we)fc 



& 



§»txittwcte 



ON 



MIL MALE^S REPLY 

TO THE 

PAMPHLETS LATELY PUBLISHED 

IN DEFENCE OF THE 

LONDON FEMALE PENTTENTURY. 



Bt a. HODSON. 



a.^ 



to WHICH IS ABDEB^ 

A LETTER TO THE AUTHOR, 

# 
ON THE. INADEQUACY X>F THE IPOOR LAVS, FOR EMFIjOYIKO, 

FROTECTING, AND RECLAIMING UNFORTUNATE FEMALBfli, 

DESnrUTE OF WORK--^IN ANSWER TO 

Mr. HALI?ii REPLY. 

BY Mr. BLAIR, 

Surgeon of the hock Ho^tai, SfC, 



T IrOtttion: 



Published by Meisrs. WUliamB and Smith, Stationers^-^ourt ; T. Cond§r, 

Bucklersbury ; W. Walker, t9% Strand; L. B. Seeliy, 

16dy Fleet-Street; and J. Burditt, 

No* 60| Batemoiter^row, 



1809.^ 
Pric6 94^6d. 



I •» 



327164B» 



y. k^ \ 



.pags^ 



STRICTURES, &C. 



SIR, 



1 HE very poihted manner m which you have 
noticed certain observations contained in my fcMmef 
Letter seems to call upon me for a vindication, but I 
should feel comparatively little disposition to conf 
suit my personal feelings, were I not still firmly 
persuaded of the fallacy of your reasoning as to the 
principle and tendency of the Institution in defence ^ 
of which I have written. My surprise that men of 
superior sense- and discernment should adopt yout 
views is not at all abated, but I feel no objection 
to admit that both your pamphlets, but particularly 
the last, are adapted to produce a considerable im^ 
pression upon persons of a different character. ^ 
This effect I impute not to the strengtti of your 
arguments, but to the falsehood of your repre^enta*^ 
tions ; not to the evidence of iacts^ but to the i^)e* 
cious manner in which they, are adduced — ^to the 
intrinsic justness of several of your positions, not to 
any connexion which they really have with the sub^ 
ject under discusskx). 
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It appears to me probable also, tliat much of 
the weight which your books have had with the 
public, is to be ascribed to the stress which has 
been laid upon your "personal experience," and 
" practicd observation"— and if these had relation 
to pernicious effects metually produced by the 
Penitentiary weight they certainly ought to have, 
but in . no part of the evidence which you have 
brought forward am I able to discover a single fact 
which evinces, in the smallest degree, the " dangerous 
tendency'' of that Institution. 

It must be acknowledged, likewise, tliat you 
possess some important advantages, peculiar to 
yourself, as the opponent in this controversy. You 
crowd together a number of very serious and, I axn 
compelled to add, very false charges ; you give them 
a specious colouring ; you blend with them the ap- 
pearance of an ardent, and, I haye no doubt, ge- 
nuine, zeal for the cause of public morals — you 
repeat these charges so often, and so positively, 
that common readers are induced to think that there 
must be some truth in them ; not because they are 
really convinced, but because they conceive that no 
man of character, who can say such strong things, 
so positively, so zeabusly, and so repeatedly, can 
be in the wrong. Now in order to invalidate some 
of these charges, it may be sufficient to oppose a 
'Simple denial, sustained by a correct contra-state- 
ment. But it is obvious that the error and futility 
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of others, althou^ comprised in short, broad, posi- 
tive assertions, must be exposed and. repelled by 
reasonings, . of .which, • from their very nature, the 
effect is less powerful upon general readers. And 
here I am willing to admit that, so far as the writer 
is.xoncemed, much of the inefficacy of those rea- 
isonings may be imputable to the manner in which 
he has conducted them.. There, are, hov^eyer, 
many men of great wisdom and deep reflection who 
are of opinion that the arguments which you term 
** sophistry'', are incapable of refutation, and that 
you would have shewn more discretion had you ab- 
stained from calliiig tliem "sophistical" until you 
had proved them to be unsound. It is not a little 
extraordinary, that, altliough you repeatedly charge 
me with ignorance and absurdity, you have neither 
endeavoured to refute one of the numerous argu- 
ments by which! ebdeavoured to demonstrate the 
unsoundness of your principles, nor to shew that 
they were irrelevant to the subject under discussion* 
This, Sirj may be policy, but it. is not victory.. 

Had you. Sir, attempted to . refute what I have 
written, it would then have, remained forme to have 
repelled your objections, or to have given up my 
opinions as mitenable. You have, However, taken 
any easier course, and, by merely assuming the Crt- 
tic, have thought it quite sufficient to. dismiss my 
arguments by giving them an unfavourable cha- 
racter. I must also be permitted to remark^ that^ 
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notwithstanding you have spoken of me in tenna oi 
respect, yoii have nevertheless not abstained from exf 
pressions ivhich appear palculated rather, to irritate 
ftan to- isonvince. I, however^ feel no resentment 
agaibst you (m thisaccount, nor any disposition to copy 
your example. I am desirous that the cause whidi 
I have espoused may be thwougUy investigated, and 
that it^ should stand on its own intrinsic m^rits^ 
supported only by the scriptures, by indisputable 
facts, and by cool and dispassionate argument 

As to the charge, in which I am included, of 
writing like ^' a special pleader in defence of prosti' 
tutes,"* I reject it in a just spirit of indignation. 
I appeal, with confidence, to what I have written, f 
and afBrm, that I have not ^ven the least real 
^ound for so dishonourable an imputation. I 
will not allow, Sir, that I, or any of those gentlemen 
with whom I have co-operated in defence of the 
Penitentiary, have less powerful convictions of the 
moral guilt, and destructive tendency of the crime 
under consideration than yburself — that we feel less 
abhorrence against it, or that we are less solicitous 
to promote a diminution of the evil. Bui; surely, 
Sir, a Defence of an Institution for the rteeption 
of Penitents, * may be expected to differ from a 
'Discourse upon the enormity qf the vice from 
which they are rescued ! 

♦ Vide ydur '''Reply, &c.* p. 65. 
t Vide Remoitttraiit, pp. 34, 49, 57, 64; 73, &c. ^ 



You need not be informed tbat the present age 
has been remarkably distinguished by a spirit of 
innovation. Speculations, characterized riot less by 
their bddness than by their hovelty, have rapidly 
succeeded ealch other,^ and after amusing the woild 
for a time^ have gradually died away, leaving us in 
quiet possession of th^ good, old, well-tried principles 
t)f our forefathers. This spirit^ however^ it seems, 
is not yet finally laid, and it remained for you, Sir^ 
to broach the singular paradox, that an Institution 
.which rescues a number of our feUow-creatures 
from vicious courses, forms them to habits of usefiU 
industry, qualifies them for procuring their sub* 
jsistence by honest labour, imbues their minds witii 
religious instruction, acquaints them with the deep 
.and awful malignity of sin^ and touches their hearts 
with the most afl^ting motives to virtue and piety 
, — I say. Sir, it remained for you to assert the sin<- 
gular and defismoatory paradox, that ah, Institution, 
thus highly benevolent and usefiil, is " a most fatal 
violation of the laws of God and man'' * / / / 

The unprejudiced mind revolts at once with asto- 
mshment and disapprobation from a position so 
daring, I had almost said profane ; and feels an 
jbistant persuasion that, whatever may be the sc^ 
phisms which may rend^ it plausible, no aqgu* 

ment can prove it to be sound. But, Sir, the me- 

■» 

^ -Videyour « Reply, &C.'' pp. 7«, 73, 
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tbod by which you have attempted td maintain your 
paradox is scarcely less extraordinary that the pa- 
radox it8el£ You affirm, but certainly do- not pndve, 
that a law under the localy temporary, and pecuiktr 
dispensation of Moses punished fornication .wkli 
cfeatb. You assume, nevertheless, that this law, 
the very existence of xvhich is yet t^ be proved, is 
oi universal obligation ! and then comes your minor 
proposition, and your inference. The Penitenti^ 
attempts to reform those who have been guihy of 
this crime — therefore, the Penitentiary is charge- 
able with ^^a most fatal violation of the laws of 
God ! !'* This is the first branch of your argument 
iFhe laws of England inflict a slight punishment on 
prostitutes who are guilty of disorderly conduct 
and flagrant violations of decency, but virtually ac- 
quit those who abandon dieir evil courses. The 
Female Penitentiary receives under its protection, 
without punishment, such as are thus virtually ac- 
quitted, therefore the Penitentiary is chargeable 
with " a most fatal violation of the laws of man " ! ! 
This is your argument for the second part of your 
proposition. Itideed, Sir, I cannot allow you even 
the merit of being " sophistical.'* Sophistry, at 
lekst, implies some degree of ingenuity. Here, 
however, is not even the semblance of argument. 
Were 1 inclined, Sir, to adopt your language, I 
should call such reasoning " romantic and ab- 
surd."* 

* Vide ^'our- " Reply," p. SQ, 



In-order to shew 4;hat t}ie Penitentiary violates 
the word of God by attempting to restore retiiming 
prostitutes to society, without first subjecting them 
to civil punishment, you have thought proper to 
assert that the Mosaic law punished fornication 
with death ; and because I have denied this, you 
charge me with the '^ guilt of propagating a gross 
error.*" If, however, Sir, I have erred -upon this 
point I have erred in the society of men whose shoes^ 
latchet I am not worthy to haye unloosed. I 
might here proceed to state, the pounds upon which I 
hftve bead induced to adopt this opinion ; but as I 
may reasonably presume 4hat the public will not be 
much disposed to bow either, to your opinion or 
mine- upon a matter of biblical criticism, I shall, 
content myself witli appealkig to the^e high autho> 
xities to determine tjie point in question. . I hope^ 
Sir, I may venture thuSi to express myself, without 
ofifence, notwithtanding your writings have obtained 
Ifor you the credit of being " a respectable Clergy^ 
man of the church of England F-f 

The passage upon which you found your opi* 
nion :|: jbccurs in the 22d chapter of Deuteronomy, 



* Vide your " Reply," p. 100 & 105. 
. + Vide Medical Observer, vol. V. p. 251. 

J^ ,With respect to the other passage upon which also yoii 
seem to place some dependence, viz.. Dent, xxiii. 17* I refer 
ydu to the margin of your Bible, by which you will perceive 
that the original word differs from that in the text. 
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m4 is fts foUows: '^ They ^h^d} l^isg out d)^ 4afil8el 
to the door of her father's house, wd the .iQen pf 
the qity .shall, stooe her with stones that she die, h^ 
cause she hath wrought foUy in Israel, to play the 
whore in her father s house : -so shalt thou put 
9.way evil frou) among you." Now, Sir^ upon ,tbi» 
passage it seems we ate at issue. You assert that 
it refers to a woman who prostituted herself before 
her hetrothment or espousals.* I, on the contraiy, 
l^gatd it as the punistunent of a woman who. had 
been guilty of fornication after she had bqen be* 
trothed or espoused. I make my appeal first to 
the Rev. Matthezo Henry. 

^^ If* the woman that was married as a virgin 
Ivere not found so, she was to be stoned to death 
At her Father's door. If the uncleanness was com^ 
knitted before Bhi^ was betrothed, it would not 
have been punished as a capital crime; but ^he 
must die for the abuse she put upon him wh<Hn she 
inarried, being conscious to herself of her being 
defiled, while she made him believe her to be a 
chaste and modest woman." 

T . , Vide IVUtt. Hsnrt's E^cpositioo; 

in loco. 

I appeal, secondly, to the cdebrated Foole. 

" Qw, Why should she die when her crime, 
liras only fornication, which was not punished in a 
wom^fi with death."^ See Exod.. xxii. 17, 



' *^ An9, Because thefe was not bfily MfacalAoii 
iii this case as ia Exod: Xin. but this wns accom^ 
panied \vith deep dissimulation and injury to her 
husband, in the false profession of tnrginity.^ " 

Poole's Annotations^ in I&q^ 

I appeal, thirdly, to the lea)*hed Bishop Patrick. 

'^^ This was the punishment of such Adulteressek; 
except only of a priest's daughter, who, if she was - 
guilty of thjs crime, was burnt alive Lev. xxi. Q I 
and it plainly shews he [Moses] speaks here of a 
womoxi corrupted between the time of Kir e*- 
pousalSy and her husband's compleating the mdr'- 
riage ; otherxtnse he could wo/ have had this capi^ 
tal action against her, none being put to death for 
simple fornication. And 'this Maimonides* saith 
in his Seder Zeraim, (hot from Moses to his time 
it was never doubted the rvoman he here speaks 
of was one that proved false to her husband , 
after she was contracted to him.^ 

Vide Bishop Patrick's Commentary 
npon the Historical Books of the Ol^ 
Testament,, m ^0/ 

' I thinkj Sir, after you have sead the above quo- 
tations, it will become you to. assert your opinion 
jLippn this point with a little more diffidence ; ^and to 
acknowledge that these dangerous anti-evangelical 
** weapons" were presented to the Barrister, by the 

* This most learned of the Jewish commentators flourished 
in the tw^lfdi century a&er Christ . 
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aioist emineiit Di^dnes, (whose '^infatuation" as well 
s& mine novdbubt you will ^Hament,'') long before 
tilie " Laymari^ had written his book.* ! No doubt, 

m 

Sir, you* will bemuchhiore ^^ astonished at the grealt 
i^ocance which has been manifested'' by these 
learned writers, than you have been at mine, who, 
in giving the above interpretations, certainly uever 
conceived that they were sanctioning, by their emi- 
nent names, '^ a sentimenf than which you say one 
^^ more false and dangerous to tlie mQrals of soci- 
ety, was never propagated ;"t and no doubt. Sir, 
were they to rise again and read your commentary, 
they would "be ashamed and confounded that ever 
they had sent into the world such assertions :" asser-- 
ti^His which, according to 'your mode of reasoning,. 
prove that they " attempted to make it think lighter 
of the awfiil crime of whoredcnn r% 

I might here be allowed to let this subject rest 
But, Sir, I ask, provided you were able^ contrary to 
the opinions of tb^se able commentators, to prove 
that the mosaic law; actually did inflict the punish- 
ment of death upon such females as were guilty of 
fornication, what then ? Do yQu suppose that would 
prove any thing against the Penitentiary ? Is it not 
evidently incumbent upon you^ also, to shew that, at 



• Vide your « Reply, &c/' p. 104. 

t Vide Ibid. p. 100, 

X Vide Ibid, pp. 102. & lOi. ) - 
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least, all cfarirtonstatesaieiinder a religious obii- 
gation to adopt the principles of tlie mosaic oode^ as 
the basis of their criminal laws ? Indeed, it is wholly 
unaccountable that, holding as you appear to dd 
such an opinion, you should in no one instance 
charge the legislators of our own, and otfier chria* 
tian states, with the guilt and evil of so gross a de? 
parture from what you represent to be an undbian^ 
able law of God ; "a law wliich (you say,) from its 
very nature'' is ^^ oi perpetualand universal obliga« 
tion,*' and that, '^in one of the greatest of all csxt^ 
cems to Society."* i 

It is equally surprising, also, that you should so 
quietly acquiesce in the ^Commutation of a capital 
punishment for that which you require to be inflict-* 
ed upon prostitutes, as a qualification for their adr 
mission into the Penitentiary. Why, Sir, a month's 
solitary imprisonment ! in comparison with death, 
can scarcely be regarded as any punishment at all ! 
•But no doubt it occurred to you, that to punish a 
prostitute with death, would not comport with the 
prospect v/iuch you hold out of a Penitentiary, 
" ultimately being conducive to her real good !"t 
- I think then it evidently appears, Sir, that your 

■ 

appeal to the mosaic law is entirdy nu^tory. The 
interpretation which you liave given is contra- 



* Vide your " Reply" p. 107- 

t Vide your " Address, &€." Rp, ^9^ 30. 



&;ted hy thempst'emioeDt and most iuicient; com^ 
nentators, and agaiost these powerful authorities 
it still . remains for you to prove, .that tiie ^rimi* 
Ml law of the Jews punished simple lonucatipOt op 
the part of the woman^ with deatlu .Were yoju to 
suoceed in this att^ltapt^ it would sti^. be incum\)ent 
upon you to shew that, the criminal law of Mose^ Is 
oi universal oUigaiion^ with regard to all crimes 
€fmmtud against, society ; and after all, it is ab- 
solutely necessary that the mosaic law^ according to 
your interpretation of it, should be incorporated into 
our criminal code, and that, subsequently^ th^ Peni- 
lantiary should screen, from punishnient the proper 
objects of that law, befoce you can^ with the least 
dc^pee of justice or plausibility, charge that Iqstitu* 
tion with the guilt of ^^fviolafing the laxvs of 
GodJ' All this, I think, b so perfectly dear, that I 
deem- it - unnecessary to add . a word more, upon the 
subjeet. 

' If then tiie mosaic code ^aflbrds you no argument 
against the P^tentiary, still l/ess will you be able to 
justify your opposition to it by an appeal to the 
christian dispensation. 

I haVe already att^ptedto .shew that ^^ the gene- 
ral-spirit of the christian religion harmonizes in its 
. gracious '{nrqpQsals to sinners, and in its precepts, 
with the general nature of that ^)enevolence which 
distinguishes the Female Penitentiary, and that, so 
far as it& examples^ regard ^^ particular objects of 






that benevolence, its Aspect is onquoBtibnably |)ft* 
dfic, mfld, and conciliating.^* I stiH contend' for 
the accuracy of these conclusions, and>alfinn that 
nothing' whith yoti have advanced in reply; at all (rf^ 
fects the evidence on which they are foundedi MJft 
is truej^ indeed, that the privations atod sufferings, 
whicSi attended the priinitive pmfession of christi** 
anity, rendered tiie m^ves of that profession lefij^ 
liable to suspicion, and (hat, during even our Lord's 
own ministiy, a ptibjic belief in him exposed hid 
disciples to excommunication from the synagogu^^ 
and ite consequent ! losses and disadvantages. Bat 
What, Sir, has this to do with the womaAi' at 1^ 
Pharisee's house} Had she been in circumstane^s 
to be affected by such considerations as these? 
Could such considerations excite any apprehensions 
in the mind of a notoriotis harlot? Were they in 
the least degree applicable to heV? and if thdy had 
been, how do they affect the subject in dispute ?^ 
It still remains a' ^ct {hat our Lord, ^ instead of re^ 
proaching her with the encAtxrities of her paM Ufe,"^ 
much lesKS lulling for fAe eMcution df 'what yoti 
deem the sentence of the mosaic lato upon her^ 
treated her with marked coridesdensicm and l^ind- 
ness, •^pointfflg her but even as an example of hu- 
mility and p^itence, and of pecaliai' iovefo him- 
self as the Messiah:** But yoti may re^y, this ^o* 
ma[n had abandoned her sinful 'pursuits, and mani- 

♦ Vide Remomtrant, p. So. 
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fested signsr* of repeptahce. Well^ . such are th^ du^' 
racters to. whom the Penitentiary extends it arms. 
But you boldly deny this. Denial, however, is. hot 
proof. Nevertheless as we cannot see the hearty I 
will aidtmt, for tlie sake, of argument, that the Peni- 
tentiary treats with kindness femaleis who do not 
cordially condemn and deplore their former evil ha- 
bite ; still it treritA in that ipanner such oidy, as it 
believes to be of this description. If then it were 
a &ct, tliat in the greater number of instances the 
Penitentiary suffered imposition— common cahdbur 
and benevdlence would surely lament that it was 
liable to such deceptions, and tliat difficiilties of 
such magmtude were thus opposed to the acciocn- 
p}idfament of itd intentions, instead of falsely ascrib- 
ing to it a " design" at which it revolts with indigna- 
tion,* But T will go still further, I will even admit 
that it may treat with lenity some females, whom 
there is reason to fear have not cordially aban- 
dcHied their evil cdurses. What then? Haid the 
woman who had htenjust taken in adultery aban- 
doned her vices? and yet -our Lord treated even 
her ^ith tenderness. But you. will answier that 
th(S " oflke" of our Lord "was n6t that of a civil 
Magistrate, and that it was not his province to pro- 
nounce any sentence upon hc^.^f But, Sir, is there 
no medium between passing a judicial sentence 

• Vide ydur « Reply," &c. p. 65. ' 

t Vide your " Address," &c. p. 36 



and a treatment tnaiked by* leiuty. and geatlime0»? 
Although he did not,' as. a .magistrate, ccxidemnher^ 
might he not, as a reprover of sin, have rebidced her 
^vith severity? Again^ what will you say to the Sa- 
niaritan woman at Jacob's well? Do you meto to 
assert diat ^e.hadabandixied her vices? On the 
contrary, was she not at tbait very time livu^ in ha? 
bitiial fornication, and yet did not our Lord treat 
her with mildness, and benevolence ? Surely, surely, 
Sir, these examples were not intended to be without 
their use. Dodbdess, a^^aong other purposes, our Lof:d 
intended tointmmte hereby^. that the sins of our 
fellow creatures are.not to prevent the exerckeof 
our benevolence, eiod compassion towards them. I 
perfectly agree witli you that these examples caiu!iQt 
be legitimately, adduced for the pui'pose of.settiag 
asidelbe punishments which human laws require to 
be inflicted upon public offenders* These aiie very 
distiiKt questions indeed, nor is it at all necessary 
that they shotild be combined • in order to viodicate 
the Peniteidiary from your Bspetsions. - The nyU 
temper, however, of Christianity seems to suggest to 
the legislators of christian states, the duty of expung* 
ing from their criminal laws whatever is simply vin* 
dictive, or unnecessarily severe and rigorous, so far 
as consists with a due regard to the eiQUcacy of ex- 
ample, and the interests of civil society.'* . I also, 

* When I alluded to the mosaic kws as severe and rigoraus, 
I deemed it onnecessaiy to saj that I spoke of them relatively 
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cofdieUy 4{>pt0ird^of the distinction vinob you .-poiot 
out between personal and doil offences in relali0ii 
to the exercise' of fargiveness ; but this, as wd as 
the fermer consideration^ is. totally inapplkable to 
tiie Penilttitiary, and will remain so as long asithitf 
institution by receiving -iBtoming prostitotes. does 
not violate the laws jof the land, so Imig as 
it does^ not screen from punishment any whom 
those laws have made it obligatory upon every int 
dividual to deliver iato the hands of public justice: 
In accomplishpg its objeets, the Pemtentiiary coot 
ducts itself towards returning prostitutes with tent 
demess and kindness, as^ our Lord did when upon 
earth towards females of a sioayiar character, .al- 
though their ojffences were not permnai offences 
against kimseff^ as a subject of the, Roman Go^ 
verHm^nty but the very critnes which you, represent 
as the greatest civil offences against tkecotnmunit 
ty ! As our Lord would not have atteoipted to 
obstruct' the course of public justice in relation to 
any of those women towardsiwhom he displayed 
kindnesss and coippassioo, so ndtber. iHould the 

to the mild 'genius of the gospel, to (lie laws of christian states^ 
ftod to fhe prevailing jd^as .of jusUce wltfci respect to t^e jm^ 
Dishment of particular crimes. Nothing can be further from 
my mind than any intention absolutely to characterize the mo^ 
saic code as unjustly rigorous and severe in relation to tlie jew^ 
ish (economy and people; convinced as I am, wi^you, tlutt 
^ tht wrk ofJehoDoh is perfect ^ and all his ways are judgment** 
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cGkndtictors of the Penitentiary, with regi^rd to aoy* 
females who may take shelter under its wings. 

I hope, Kr, the i^eceding remarks, together wilfa 
"wbaJt I have formerly advanced upon this subject,* 
may be sufficient to convince you that there is no- 
thing in the principle or tendency of the Female Pe* 
nitentiary which can justly be deemed repugnant to 
the word of God A more fdl investigation of 
this subject would, I am persuaded, render the ex- 
txeme Macy of your representations still more ap* 
parent; with a view however to brevity, I shall not, 
at present, proceed any further in this inquiry. 

But, Sir, you. not mily represent the Penitentiary 
as guilty of ^^a fatal violaticm of the laws of God,^ 
but as diargeaUe, also, with a similar '^ violation of 
the laws of man T The falshood of this latter impu- 
tation has, in part, appeared from the, remarks which 
I have made already, hut I shall now pay a mor^ 
particular attention to it. In order to expose its fid- 
laey, I had stated* uoto^y that the Penitentiary did 
not by any of its proceedings ^^remove punishment 
from fia^tious criihesy"t but even that fornication 
and prostitutionwese not as such puniahalde by the 
laws of England. I repeatedly laid an emphasis 
upon the words '^ as such"* to shew that I was aware, 
that prostitutes might be pmiished under die va^ 
grant act f though not for the crime of fornication^ 
intimating likewise that, even so far as concerned 

* Vide Remonstrant, 49 — 6i. f Videlyour^^ Addre88,'^&c. p. 19. 

C 
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t?tat actj .ihe Penitentiary was not chargeable with 
a violation qf the law, since it received such only as 
were virtually ", discharged from punishment by the 
{Connivance of the civil authorities."* All I con- 
tended for, was that they were not punishable for 
fornication as sueh^ and my desi^ herein, was to 
shew the injustice, as well as futility, of charging 
upon the Penitentiary an omission, wliicb was pco- 
perly ascribable to the legislature*. Nothing can be 
more evident, than that the apparent strength of your 
remarks, upon this point, is built upon the moral tur-- 
pitude and great social injury of prostitution. But 
as the laws have not contemplated the crime in these 
views, that part of yotir airgument which assumes that 
they have, at once falls to the ^und. So . long, 
therefore, as these laws remain as they are, . it will 
be more creditable, I think, to your good sense as 
well as to your candour, to abstain from charging 
the Penitentiary, as you have repeatedly done, 
with the guilt of mohting them. But, Sir, 
let us see, m what way you prove me to be guilty 
of ^\ propagating a dangerops enror^ in asserting 
that fornication and prostitution are not punishable 
as such. Is it by telling the public that the word 
*^ prostitutes'^ (you might have a.dded fornicatiim 
also) .^^does not occiH*.in the statutes?" Surely not 
Is it then by quoting a single sentence from the body 
of any one of them^ No such thing — it is by trans* 

^ Vide Remonsti^nt, p. S3. 
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cribing the title of the Act of the 7th of James I. 
against vagrants^ in which it happens that tb^ 
words " letvd persons'* occur ! But, Sir, have you 
not read that act, and do you not know that there 
is not a syllable m it to your purpose ? The word 
** lewd" is inserted in the tide of the Act in reference 
to the following passage only — " Be it, therefore, 
enacted, that every lewd woman which shall have 
any bastard which may be chargeable to the pa- 
rishy — the Justices of the peace shall comniit such 
lewd woman to the house of correction, there to be 
punished and set on work, during the tenn of one 
whole year.''* — 'Upon which Judge Blackstone ob- 
serves " by the statute 7 Jac. I. ch. 4. a specific pu- 
nishment (viz. commitment to the House of cor- 
rection) is inflicted on the woman only. But the 
penalty can only be inflictedj if the bastard becomes 
chargeable to the parish ;'*t and it is not a little 
remarkable that the tide of the act of 17 Geo. 11. 
which was enacted to amendy and which you say " dc- 
JineSy'' that oi James I. (on the title of which you 
lay so much stress) actually omits the word "lewd*^ 
and inserts the word " disorderly** \A its place ! 

But you, also, cite, in proof of your opinion, a 
passage firom Judge Blackstone in which he repre- 
sents open and grossly scandalous offences i^ainst 
public decency y as cognizable by the temporal 

* 7 James I. ch. 4. 

t Blackstones Coromeatary^ 4 cb. oo PuUic WTOOgf. 

« 
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Courts. But, Sir, how does the punishment of of- 
fences against public decency prove tHat fornication 
as suchy is punishable by the laws of England ? The 
case refefred to by the learned Judge, (I Siderf. 
168.) you will find to be an offence of a very differ- 
ent description. And as to the solitary case of the 
Night-xvalker at Northampton, to lyhich he also re- 
fers, and M'hich is reported by Popham p. 208, this 
I think M'ill not materially serve your purpose as to 
those who frequent houses of ill fame, for the man in 
question was indicted as a suspicious Night-walker 
(jjuia noctivagus) which by the Statute of Win- 
chester is a misdemeanour; and judgment was 
given against him accordingly! But, Sir, to put 
this p6int entirely beyond dispute, / also appeal to 
Judge BlackstonCj and to the very page in his 
Commentaries from which your only extract upon 
this subject is made ! Having stated that " adultery'' 
and ^^ fornication, '\together with some oAer flagrant 
immoralities, were in the year 1 650 made capital 
crimes, but that after the Restoration this law be- 
came a dead letter, an event which I presume you, 
Sir, most feelingly deplore ! — the Judge thus pro- 
ceeds — " these offences have been ever since lefl 
to the feeble coercion (feeble indeed !) of the Spirit 
tual court, according to the rules of the canon law; 
a law which has treated the offence of incontinences, 
nay even adultery itself Mvith a great degree of (i. e. 
with nothing but!) tenderness and lenity. The 
temporal courts therefore take no cognizance of 
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the crime of adultery^ otherwise than as a private 
i^ury/'* But if Jhe temporal courts take no cog- 
nizance of the crime of adultery but only as a civil 
injury, is it to be supposed that they should punish 
fornication by a criminal process?— Now then, 
Sir, I ask you with what pretence of truth or justice 
you exhibit me before the public as/' propagating a 
dangerous error," and "making the rising genera- 
tion think lighter of the crime of whoredom," be- 
cause I have affirmed that fornication is not punish- 
able as such by the English laws? These laws'"! 
stated substantially as Judge Blackstone himself 
states them, and therefore he must be answerable for 
the consequences, should ^oe/, Sir, be able to con- 
vict him of being ignorant of "the laws, of En- 
gland!" 

But, after all, you may affirm that as prostitutes 
are .punishable under the vagrant act for disorder- 
ly behaviour, and for public and scandalous viola- 
tions of decency, the Penitentiary ought not to ad* 
ii^it females who abandon a course of prostitut 
tiGfn, until the legal punishment has been inflicted 
upon them. If the very statement of this argument 
did not on its face carry its refutation, I should 
reply, by asking where are the accusers? where is 
the evidence ? and where, Sir, is the Magistrate to 
be found, who upon being made acquainted with all 
the particulars of the case, upon being told of the 

* Vide Blackstone's Coaunentaries, 4 cL on Public Wrange. 
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deeke of suc^ a female to abandon her wicked life^ 
lo enter into a Penitentiary^ and thus ** to be restor* 
ed as a usefiil member of society ;'' I say, Sir, vrbexe 
is that Magistrate to be found who, under sudi cir- 
cumstances, would inflict the punkhment demanded 
by her very discreet and benevolent pitisecutorB? I 
mi^t ask,, also, what any Magistrate woukl think 
of the equity, as well as mercy, of arequisiticxi to pu^ 
nish a female so dUpostdj whik thousands of tbe 
tilest and most abomiimble hpriots are pursuing 
their criminal and destructive career with imjntr 
nity f Pray, Sir, is thb another institnoe of what 
you mean by " distributive punishment?'^* 

In the foregoing remarks I have purposely in- 
verted the order which . has hitherto been observed 
in this discussion, because it appeared to me of ma'^ 
terial importance, in the first place, to remove tfie 
injurious impressions, which may have resisted 
fi*om your extraordinary and culpable d^aratiott, 
that the Penitentiary is '* a fatal violation of the 
laws of God and many Having endeavoured to 
expose the flagrant error and injustice of this asser- 
tion, I shall proceed to consider the several other 
topics which are involved in the present inquiry. I 
sludl not attempt to point out every error, into which 
you appear to me to have ftdlen, as this would unne- 
cessarily prolong a discussion which, I can assure 
you, Sir, cannot be less cotigenial, or more ^^ disagree- 

^ VideTwir <• Addresf , &c.^ p. t6. & << the Renumtcant,^' p. SO. 



I 



as 

mbie" to your feelkigs dian it is to mine. I shall 
not, faowefer, pass over any seotiment which you 
have advaoced, that appears to me- to bear any es- 
sential weight in the controversy. • 

Excepting what relates to yourself personi[||tty> 
which i shall notice iia another place, the subject 
which talces the lead in your /^ Reply" relates to 
IVorkkQuses. Concerning these receptacles I bad 
asserted that <*^ they never were intended as reforriMr 
tofies^ nor for the reception of any one considered 
simply as an immoral p^nson^ biit solely for the re* 
lief of the aged, sick and infirm poor^ who are tth 
tally incaptAle of procuring a livelihood.''* This as- 
sertion you positively ccmtradict^ rebuke me for pre- 
suming to give so decided an opinion, and send me 
to the Statute laws* for my correction. Sir, I have 
obeyed your admonition, and after perusing not, as 
you Imve done, merely ^^ the great outlines'" of the 
4Sd of Eliz. but also all its particular provisions, 
I hove not been able to find a syllable on the sub- 
< ject of reforming the immoral^ nor of affording re- 
lief to any, ex€q>ting '^such of the J^oor as are 
Anne, impotent^ oUfibUndy and unable to wQrk;''f 
unless, indeed, setting the i(Ue and strong- to 
labour may be considered as an exception ! 
But, Sir, what proof have you been able to ex* 
tract from this ^^ cdebrated" Act, '^ the rei^t 
(you< say) of consummate wisdom^'', or as some 

* Vide-Remoastnint, p. Si f yide?43'Eli2.dr«2.«Sec. Ut 
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think, rather of caniummate folly ^^ to support yow 
contradiction of my statement? Alas! not a sing^ 
quotaticHi ! but, indeed, Sir, it were quite unneceasaiy, 

. for although you have boasted of the *^ ctkhriiy^ 
m\& ** consummate tvisdom" of this Statute, it turns 
out after all that, at the time it was enacted, Worfe- 
houses were not iti existence ! and that the Act 
which gave them a legal establishment in the landi 
actually did not pass until 190 years afterwards 1 
Upon this latter Act you proceed to put your own 
construction, and very ingeniously introduce two 
passages, one from Mr. Blair^s pamphlet, and ^e 
other from the rules of the Penitentiary, which beif^ 
included in reversed <x>mmas, and the only expres- 
sions which sound like argument in your favour, 
a cursoiy reader might easily mistake for die wovds 
of the stamte! You Aove, however, made a quota* 
tion from this act, and it is to the fottowing effect : 
that its provisions shall extend '^to all such poor, m 
their respective parishes, as shall desire to re* 
ceive relief or coUecticm from the parish." In: this 
extract you again exercise your ingenuity by putting 
the word ^^desire"* in Roman capitals, as tbouf^ 
it were your intention to intimate that the ^^ de- 
sire^ of ^receiving relief, is a, qualification for re- 
ceiving it ! I proftime, Sir, it may be sufficient for 
me to observe here, that the magistrates and 

' ovmeers also are vested with a discretionary power 

* Vide Malthas 6n'Po)mlatioB, Book 3. ch. 6, 



todetermme nHiiether or nojt tbos^ poor ^ho ^ d(^m: 
lelier come. within the intention of the act. If this^ 
liowever, be not satisfactory I niust in fny .turn r^-^ 
quest jKW, Sir, ^' to consult the statute laws/' and you 
wfll find that the clause o^ the act, from which your 
entaiict is ntmde, is not imperative^ but leaves it to 
tbe magisbrates and overseers to determine whether. 
GMT not those who ^\4eiire relief are, in the view 
of &e Atst, fit persons tQ< receive it. Sucli^ Sir^ i^ 
tlie npfaole of the evidence, which you have been able 
to quote from the statute boo]^ in support of your 
statements, on the subject of Workhouses. But how 
this proves that I have advanced what is ^^ quite 
contrary to truth" in saying that tli^e receptacles 
'^were never intended for reformatories^ or for ar^ 
one considered simply as an immral persoi^" I 
lOn utterfy .at a loss^ to dii^sover, and equally so that 
they were established for " the relief' of any other 
descriptiobs of poor than those which I have enun^e- 
tated. Itwas my intention to have corroborated these 
Dpinlq[)s by aieferencoi to the poor laws themselves, 
to variotis ^tidged cases^^ to general usage, and to 
the amtiments of somedistinguisbed magistrates upon 
Ihe point undev disenssion; but my labour in these 
reiqpects. has been happily superseded by a Letter 
winch I> have just received from .Mr. Blair, to 
aivhom you haye more particularly addressed yourself 
on this part of the subject As that Gentlemap it 
&r better qualified to discuss it than I can pretend 
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to be, I have subjcMiied his Letter, at lengtfa^ and 
beg leave to refer you to it, as a full and satiafitctoiy 
exposidon of the principles of the statute law relative 
to the poor, eijcemplified by adjudici^ons in our su*- 
perior c^rts of justice, and the actual administrar 
lipn of iBe poor laws, by the magistrates, and paia<> 
chial officers employed in carrying them into eBhcL 
I shall now, Sir« proceed to the ^^ leoonsideran 
tion of the question. '^ What is the description of 
females for which the Female Penitentiartf was es- 
tablished? for upon this point (you say) we are 
completely at variance.'^ *'The leading cause (yonh 
say) of this great difference of opinion arises from 
the advocates of this institution applying soft and 
tender epithets to the most cruel and profli* 
GATE of the female race.^'t On the c(xitrary, | 
assert that it aris^ fi;pm you, as the adversary of 
the Penitentiary, applying epithets, descriptive of 
the most inveterate ami even diabolical iniquity,, to 
those females who, instead of persisting,4ike "Ike 
most cruel and proJUgate of the female race'' in a 
coxu^ of diabolical wickedness, *^ by choice^ aban- 
don their vices, and manifest a desire to bereoK>ved 
entirely out of the way of temptation and. sin, into a 
situation of honest and useful employment Here ^ 
then. Sir, we are directly opposed to each other; it 
remains to be seen which of these assertions is 
founded in feet. 

• Vi<i« your « Reply,'' p. 41. t IWd. p. 42. 



The first rtamrk I shall make here is; that you 
have amverfced a matter of fact into a mere ftiatter 
di ^* opini&nj'^ arid because yo«r ^^opiniorT cctotra- 
diets the matter of fact, a highly benevolent and 
merciful Institution is to be held up for nd[}lic rer 
prehension, and a large body of the most valuable 
members of society to publit derision and con- 
tempt ! The fact is that the London Female Peni- 
tentiary j as its publications declare, ' was establish- 
ed " for thdse females Vho, having deviated from the 
path of virtue, ai:e desirous of being restored by reli- 
gious insttuction, uid the formation, of moral and iti- 
dustrious habits, toa respectable station in society."— 
But in reply to this yoa say that the *' prax^tlcal ex- 
ectttion,"" and ** the professed object** and plan of the 
Penitentiary differ widely from each other — which 
by the bye, as you have expressed your unquali- 
fied a^]nnobfttion of the object /v& adriiitting that the 
institution was' at least riot ^^ establishxb for 
those infamous characters'^ ^'who by choice con* 
tinue in thdr abominable career/' 

Let us now see how you prove that the " practical 
ei^tttion,'' is a departure from the original object, c^ 
the Institution. • It is very observable that you at*- 
, tempt to do this not by producing, ts might have 
been expected, a statement of facts derived f^om an 
acquaintance with the history of the Charity, and an 
actual inspection of the real state of it, but by what 

♦ Vide your "Reply, &c.'' pp.'41&48. 
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you call a more accurate definition of tertm /♦ 
Now then. Sir, for your definition — ^it is (and I beg 
you particulculy to notice this) it is that of the only, 
characters who ought, in your opiniooy to be admi^ 
ted intc^e Penitentiary, and for excluding whom 
you charge it with '^ opening wide its doors for the 
most abandoned prostitutes." The definition itself 
comprises two or three piiges of your pamphlet, but 
the substance of it is this — ^'a female who having 
been seduced to deviate from the paths of virtue, 
and is desirous of being restored by religious in* 
struction," is she, who after seduction, becomes {Hieg- 
nant, and goes to be delivered in a Workhouse ! and 
whose '^ feelings" are so intrepidly and heroically ' Viiv 
tuous'' that, r^ather than live in the habit of fornica- 
tion, she would nol only ^^ brofoe the wor3T of dax^ 
GSRS," but actually ^' submit to the most ignomi^ 
Kious DEATH !rf — ^thatis, seduced females who are 
desirous to be reformed, and whom, and whom only 
you recommend to the Penitentiary, are so resolutely 
*^ virtuous" as not to stand in need of reformation! ! 
Certainly, Sir, you must be very querulous to com- 
plain that the doors of that Institution are for ever 
closed ageunst such characters as these! — ^This^ 
howevCT, is your definition. 

Now let us attend to your argument — " females 
who have been seduced to deviate from the paths cf 

• Vide your « Reply, &c.*' p, 42- 
t Ibid. pp. 44—46. 
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virtue, and are desirous of being restored by xeligir 
^ous instruction, never go upon the Town j"^ there> 
Jove females who have been seduced to ^'^viate 
iroHd the path of virtue, and go upoathe Town,, n&oer 
^an be desirous of religious instruction ! You 
have not expressed youn^elf here in a logilRd fonn, 
but your remark isevidendy^ argumentative, and int- 
•tended talead to this inference,, which indeed you have 
icorrobc^ted by several other assertions of a similar 
import t — If your language have not this meaning, it 
is imposstblethat it caniiave any at ail, in relation to 
Iheipreamt controversy. Now, Sir, are you prepared 
to maintain this position ? What then ! : is it morally 
impossible that a feofiale, once debased by- prostitu- 
•tioD, should ever after become '^ desirous of being 
restored by religious instruction to a respectable sta- 
tion in society?'* . Is she;then ines^tricably bound by 
;th6 chain, of her iniquity? Is her mind hencefor- 
V ward folded up in impenetrable darkness ? Has re- 
. morse inflicted its la^t corrective pang? Has her 
conscience breathed its last faint admonitory whis- 
per? Can the Spirit of life and moral illumination 
. heneefofth shed no beams into her mind, excite no 
religious sensibility in her heart,^ give no obedient bias 
' to her will,- or any future rectitude to her conduct? 
Or do you mean^ Sir, to deny that desires of religi- 
om instruction and restoration rise in the minds of 
those only who oie already instructed and restored ! 

• Vide your ** Reply, &c." p. 45. 

t Vide Ibid. 44, 45. and " Address," p. 12. 
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^re tibe Beminal principles of reformation then neoer 
Mw n in the heart of one who is fettered by sinlul 
habits, and entangled by vicious connections ? Is 
it not then that the ndt>le stru^e often commences, 
which at length terminates in an entire renunciation 
.of criminal principles and pursuits? Why then 
-jihould it be thought impossible, that the original 
germs of reformation may be shooting forth in the 
mind of a female who has not yet entirely disengaged 
Jierself from her crimipal connections, or found out 
a path of escape to honest and vutuous life? Daie 
you venture, Sir, to assert .tiiat every one who is ' 
found (m the puUic walks of vice, is influenced by 
a sheer, diabolical love of sin ? Are there none I'riio 
loathe the vile and abominable habits by which they 
have been led to^ obtain their lodging and subsos- 
tence? Are there none whom remorse makes 
wretched, whom conscience^errifies, whom sickness 
hath tamed? None ^'in whom extreme suffering 
has excited a sentiment perhaps a feeling of peni- 
tence ?** Not one individual in these wtdks possessing 
a desire finally to abandon them should some ave- 
nue oi deliverance open before her, or some be- 
nevolent individual interpose ; in her behalf? Ate 
jou prepared. Sir, to put. a negative upon all these 
questions ? If so, it is . in vain to expostulate witfi 
you, for it is- evident that your opposition is direct- 
ed, not merely against the principle of tlie Poiiten- 
tiary, but against common sense, against experi^ce 
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and stubborn and impr^nable factsu* Vat i» it 
not on well attested record tbat multitudes of mi- 
serable females, who were once living in prostitu- 
jdon, have fled for refuge to an Asylum, have mani- 
fested a desire to abandon theiriices, and to be re- 
stored to virtuous society, and //^v« been actually 
ip^ored to it? Have they not evinced, by 
jtbeir fiiture ccoiduct, the sincerity of the desire 
wliich they exfuessed to be thus restored, and 
which you,. Sir, woulci most charitably have called 
/^fpi^inga lie?"*. Has it not thus been tncpntrovert- . 
#bly demonstrated that female asylums, similar in 
ijbeir principle to the Penitentiary, are capable of 
conferring upon society, a direct, practical and solid 
J)^nefit? It is in vain. Sir, for you to. oppose posi- 
tive iUssertiQris to posidve^/oc/ii. Experience has 

pUdnly proved tbat there has been a description 

t 

jpf prostitutes, who,'from time to time, have renoua^ 
ced their wicked associates and pursuits^ and whc^ 
ha^g manifested a sinoeie. desire of reformation, 
were , in. the eye of religion,, policy, benevolence, and 
§ven commpa humanity, proper objects, for a Pe* 
niten$ii^ry. And Sir, it is impossible for you to 
dray that similar cases are new continually occurr- 
4ng; ori that it vmsfor tuck that i^e^emtmtiary 
Hi FentanfvUle was established. 

*r The«e facts, thave beep already so frequently laid befote 
the public, iu the statements published by the Magdalen, 
Lock Asylum, the Edinburgh Magdalen^ Bri$tol Penitentiary ^ 4-c. 
^c. that 1 deem it qtiite sufficient to make a general reference 
to tbcni. . 
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Indeed, when the sources , of prostitution arfe 
considered, respecting which you have given the 
public only partial informatiim/ it would s^em to 
be almost a duty, with respect tomany of its unHap^ 
py victinfis, to use even importunate intrettties to 
induce them to enter into an asylum. How- many 
of these wretched females have Jbeeh bkied up in a 
total absence of all religious and moral impressions^ 
educated, as it were, from their v^ infimcy ^m -the 
school of immorality, and . constaudy exposed, a^ 



they advanced towards maturity, to the* influence of 
examples of the most abominable ajfid destructive 
kind? Surely Sir, you must be compiled to ad^ 
init that, notwithstanding their allowed criminality, 
there are many who, on 'these accounts^* have 
igome claim ta our compassion. Again^ how niany 
are there whose vile and unnatural parents pushed 
them, as it were, into the streets, and have actually nou^ 
rished their own vices upon the wages of their chi^ 
dren's iniquity ! How ihany art seduced, and then 
deserted by their seducers, who are afterwards driven 
mto a coufse of vice by the unrelenting cruelty of 
their relations! How many, under dekisive pro- 
mises of marriage, are- ** persuaded to live with men 
upon dishonourable terms !"^ How many thought- 
less and unsuspecting females, especially from the 
country, are trepanned into vice, and sometimes 
. compulsorily detained therein, by the subtle artifices, 

• Vide your "Reply, &c,*' p. 82, 
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and aboftiinaUe ittfigiies, of paaaera alid ^^^^ 

jfemakfi^ wk>'ii)4y hove no desire to be re^dred Id 
yktuoii&life, wiioyet^ oonsideiing the tirciim^taincei^ 
under which: tiby dre ' laitiia ted^ or dedoced, or tre- 
feanedf of ^driven into sii^ eouvses, are teal t^ 
jeoisi of p%^a!iid JbeneriAetiGe.. If then, Sir, l^iere, 
a]:eiii«ly>to<be foijiid among'tbede clasde^ not« 
witiBtaodkig Ihey exph^d >ni[i desn^e to' be delivered 
finrai thsir vic^s, asid to be restored to honest and 
us^d ocGufAtions m isociety, have strong daitns ' 
upon our beaevolefiee-r-shall u'e oloee the doors of 
itib Pemtenuary up€fn those who, wlule presenting 
ttese oari similar etaims^ easniestfy and loudly knock 
for admittance, and nliaBi^t,' as far as ca^be per* 
eaiiKed, a sincere * desire to be restored to society, 
to virtue, aaad to God? Surely, Sir, there is i)o 
man, wiioae mind as imperverted by false principles 
or systems, wbo wodd reqommend 'a measare o€ 
so much cruelty. And here, permit me to bbserve, 
that thai Pemtratiary does not protect those females 
who have no qualificaticm btitJtbat, which according 
to your interpretation of the lawy obtains admisdidn 
into a Workhouse, -L e.< who only ^^ixBSiitfii re* 
IkfT^ they mwt also,. Sir, be desinms of refor- 
mation; and^ this desire must be manifested not 
merdy by ^^ ibeir (mru sin^e asurtwn^^ wfaidi,' acr 
cordii^ to &e same interpretation of the \mi vf^Qul^ 

♦ Vide your <* Rej^y, h^ p. 3 1- * 
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b^ ft paUfKxrt ktt» a Wo^Umise;. bKt J>j a con»^ 
poodii^ appeiuwce^ temper^ and bebavkMir, byi 
Hie evidence of ttlieir pffpbationy and by a vwMtf ci 
mumte . jnginn^ and oonouinrii^ droamilaiioes^ 
winch majr CjOVDtributci jto disvdope daeir ml motines^ 
aad to put the wicerily iof their, deakes to the, teit , 
) IVom henc^ Sir, you will perceive of niiatdei^, 
scription,.the females are^ whom the Penjtentiaiy. 
Hefeivfis, and.. how widely this I n stltntioa.difeia 
icpm a Workhouse, whidi, accovdii^ to youf sefien 
sentations, ^vea ."prompt adoussion'' to the ^^snoit 
ihpmvedi despicable/^ and even " deeperaU chanw;^ 
ters ji^'' and whona, yousay, thelaw, (sofiur fimnaUoH-' 
i^g a diaci?eumary <cb(HC^ similar tothat which the 
Penitrotiary exerases») absolutely " obliges the Pa-^ 
riih officers to, take in /^t '^^^ which I m^y add 
that the Peniteotiaryi in its selection, of objects^ g^ves 
apreference to those females who have continued buft 
A short time in habits of jHiostitiition, and havemade 
but ^^ least progress in vice* . . 

It appearsi also, notwithstanding your assertions 
to the contrary^, that the Penitentiary has stnotly ad« 
hered to the original design of its establishment The 
public were tdld that it was " not deaigped as a retreat 
foe the miserable remains ofdecojfed and inverate 
prostitutiany nor fot those who exhibit in their ap« 
peai;ancei spirit and mam(ers the features ofvoiun^ 

• Vide your « Reply, Scc^ p. 31 & S4. 
»t Ibi4«p.34. . 
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ta^ mji kardmed'pi^ojligactfit ?bu< m a refiigt 
for the seikeedfwkdevido; iti the teniper. of ^eii{^» 
ifn6'ptmteme,\%mi\kf{xs^' to return iixtd thepafhs of 
virtus'; . andYdr her whd^ *kt the J^^f ^ugti *of pros'^ 

df her- errom seems eagc&rtO'Tenounce; her Ticei;"— -= 
01*, (accordiiig to the ' passage so* £requen% cited,) 
^^fof the reception of fi^bales^ who/having deviated 
from ike paths ef virtue, are desirous^ : of being 
rishr^d-^Uyreiigiousin^iructionf and the jforma^ 
tion of moral and indi^tritfm habits^ to respecta* 
bte stations in sotiety^ Now, Sir, y !• affirm, upon 
authority which I cannot altd^ to be qiiestidQable, 
that itha^ been the incessant and inVanaMe aim of 
tile Petiitentiaryi in ' the selection aiid adilniission 6f- 
its inmates, ih its practicld administration, atld' ih- 
the idtimatd si&ttlement of the- penitents, to realise 
the propiosali^ which were thus, at fin^t, hieM but to 
the pufalir. > If in emy instances they have beehde"- 
ceived by the contrivances - of a subtle and artfiit 
dissimulation, 'tiiis4s only what the cothmittees were 
prepatied to eicpect, and certaihly fcrms no 'evidence 
ni^atever of a practical departure from the oHginal 
ol:ject and rules 0^ tlfie Institution. . Indeled, the 
occasional oecurr^ce of an itistance of this sort; has 
proved how difficult it is even fof these "adepts in ' 
deceit?' to wear long' the mask of hypocrisy unde- 
tected, and has shewn- more < evidently, bytbeforoe 
of coitiparisbn; die dMtoeirt spirit of the') othera; 
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it lias evinced, also, more clearly the realiiy of Aai 
dUtinctioTi of character, ia its objects, mduch the In- 
jMitotion constantly endeavours io maintain, as Mrell as 
the iact thai il actually does maintain it ! To confound 
ihis distinctishi Sir, is one (tf tiie grand artifices by 
which yicni have as constantly sought to degrade this 
benevolent i charity in the public estimation, and to^ 
confer a specious plausilulity on your arguments. 
Yes, Sir, in order to effect these purposes^ you have 
found it necessary to confound in one undistinguisb* 
ed mass, of equal guilt and atrocity, every femafe 
who has been cmce stained with the crime of prosti- 
tution ! It is not possible for me to resist an emotion 
of astonishment when I contemplate a man of your 
observati(xi and experience, so wdl acquainted with 
the ^^ sources" of prostitution, and with '^ the lower 
orders of society^' attempting to establish a position 
so evidently unfounded, injurious, and unjust. A 
position as unphilosophical as it is false, which ad- 
mits no distinction in guilt, which marks n6 grada^ 
tions in iniquity; but places the vilest and most in- 
veterate harlot, and the youngest adventurer in vice 
upon the same level; which closes her wjio may 
have fallen a victim to an insidious seducer, with 
her who after waiting " to try her chance,"*boldly 
plunges into vice — ^that confounds sheer vdiuntary' de- 
pravity, with the evil, of which a great part tdsults 
firom the force of circumstances — ^which covers with 
tesame^odiunuber who revolts itt the idea of pern 

• Vide your*** teply, &c." p. 
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aifting in a vicious poutBe^ ami her wJfto ^iif €^mce 
contiLiues in her abom^ble career;'' and exposes 
to equal swm and execration: tlH>se who i avail 
theiiiseWes of. a ir^fonnatory, and. those ivho do 

,|IQt! ■' ■ • . 1 . : t 

; Sii^ were^ your dedcriftekxi' . of the* objects of die 
^QFiitentiary intended to be applied to them whilst 
tfct living m a course of vice^ it would be unjustly 
and extmvagandy overdiarged, it would even then 
be applicable ratibec to those obdurate veterans in; 
intqinty^ who really possiess.a ^^ diabolical deprm- 
mty of h^rT and ^^ indeed the " most profits 
^ate.of the female rate.'' But when it is recol- 
lected that ..this.;^de8criptiQii is. intended to desigr 
jKite those yom^ .creaiuires who have beea artfully 
betrayed, seduced, trepanned, or cruelly driven- into 
Wii who bai^ scai^cely anived at the age of matu^ 
lity, and who of coiUBe have proceeded bat a short 
way in the c^re^r of vice ; and these not " chusing,^ 
asjyou afisert, ^' to continue'* i» il^ hut ^tmously de- 
simus to he delivered out of it ; ^ad to excbiMige 
.tb^:sjnful gratification of their passions for confiiie^ 
m^a^ habitual labour, and ^ty^ct religious di3cipline, 
aQji mauifeatiog, as &f a3 can be paroled, an ab- 
horrance of thek past cwduct — I say. Sir, whea 
these, things are^cflnsid^ed, and that it was for s^ch 
ot^^ts tlmt the . J^eoitwtiary was established, the 
fla^ai^t error ;and mjuatiqe of your reiirea^^tf^tiom 
jiiust excite not less blame than astonishment f 

r ,- i , ■' '- ' ' ' ■ 
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. ) Upon the iriiolo thoiv Sir^ ituqapeai^ that wfafin^jfjon 
aaaert. that the : Peakentiacy. .wu. fouodad foCi/^ ifae 
ILOBT ebaodoned proBtitutfis? for.thoBe^^wbo:^fr{iQ8s«fig 
diafaQlical depm'Ufey.of boart^'^ '^wbo htt^e.-baea 
guilty of tiie most flagitious crimes,'' for '^dacmg 
UrlotsiiiLwboseaboiBiDaifle character centerst every 
aime wkbinvtheic rcjwh'' ]]i:dhQrC as being '' desig^ 
td for the most cmel and profiigatB o£ the female 
cace," /^who by daoioe cootiDue ia thttr idfiunous 
career;" you very accnmtely and fordbiy de^fibe 
4liofie veiy females ferirfaoo^ the Feailientiaiijr.was 
110/,. and for whom, acoording to yMtr stMsespent 
Wcnrkhouses nrere^ estabUsbed ! .All youi^argomeots^ 
^faetefofe^ (^^ if. by courtesy, they «fMiy be so< caUed?) 
^rfaidi aw buik upon this aMsrepreseDtation, aie of 
no value, except to shew /^how im tb0 bmKi 
tnindi uiidei^ the hnpufeeof a wioog bias^ may van- 
der, when pr^detennqied :to support, a favoorite.sys^ 
teip 
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-^ But fwlher, you also attempt < to invalJHlate* the 
v)fwefMt4^ which, may, a» it wdre^ ;be' felt and 
iMindted;^ by the fd^dwitig eoitraoidinary ai^umentB. 
A pcDStliutet, youargu^ who is desirous 'to ratuffn 
to^'tfce padis- of ^tdeas under no absi^te ne- 
<dM»ityr to e^inue' inprosdlttCion to procune^her 
^afly^lMnead, 'becaase she) nky apply* to a Woi^k- 
Uoi»e> for relief, Mer>g)ri»^^ to) prostitute ^bo has 

ffCH apl^ted, tD ia-WorMioaK :fdr ifelief^ is d(ai* 

\' ■ . . 

^ 5^6 your " Reptyi &c/' p. ?, 
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torn <tf retumiHg' U> the. paths o£ virtoe It-^t^Agan^ 

applied for admiaikNfi iiilo^u WorichMtte/.aad vfaof 
according to lilo precoditig} argameiit) ham iiodo^ 
iiite to be restoired to vtrtuous'life ; therefore^ /^tbe 
FnilttiUiai^' ^Mi» eJhUwiimif' eiEMfaliahed. for tba 
ftiost cnid and proitgatoof tliB fieraale noet? 
AgaiU, the h^t> <tfa*£lma)e.iK>t app^ing to.a Worb 
heusey in ofder to be tfaenBrefixiBed, is aa evidenea 
that 1^ id' an unfit permb to h% raoatvedintoai.!^ 
HitMtiary, tad that her ap^^icatioa-^ene^e oiq|bt 
to be Teje<!iMd. 1 hafa* bam statad your aiguiQemsi!^ 
widi the most p^ect fideiityrand^etyoupeMseiye^ 
^^ that the mer^ e^hHi$ion of theixiy ' in: a .oonwot 
tmn^ Gonirt3Rttie% at<l6aa<^ ona^ iidf of ^be^ 
liOn! M> .'••-. . . /i. , .., .:iw;if ' .^: 

Now,:9ir, in'ftpljr taAMeia^mentsI 4rill nat 
take upon me* M aaaart^''that siMtt0(iiohap{iy;fisip!i68 
do not eveA know the paxish to ilrhkKthejrbekug !^- 
<f wiltn^stty, that nMUfy fear to be aifibaed 4) the 
i^eom and imhlta ci fornier companions and iiai{^ 
4)ours^ or to At resentment of dts^raaed^ and thece* 
'ftifre iniffignant/>elative9; h]rl^^«ing passed 4a iSmr 
own. parish — I dof nbt asMrt^ that raaiiy4»re4Dtalfy 
ignorant that )a^ WorkbOoses *^ plans ire- devisacT 
ibr'^ restoring" pr^stittitas ''as uselUl ^neaidbars jof 
sofiietyr^-l'do not aAsert tbpit maoyare de^eaed 
*fc(9a^ applying to thate reGe^taoleS'byitfae ^^«ali^ 



* Yjde « Reply, &c,^ p.^3, &c* , 
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profjorhial banfaness aiad^cruelty oCpmkQ^cw r— -^ 
I do not.say,. thai; maay: who hsve^ aetufiily apQlied^ 

' wfirenotaUe to. obtain jaulmis^iab!^—! d^ 
^i^I am.al^ie to proves that .those whp; bave gone 
into u Workhouse siek, aod wene detirou^ to ineoiafQ 
there, rather than ^return upon. the .tow^wei)e dis: 
moaed immediately upon tlieir recQveiy !^ — X do not 
say that, ttv'ougb ignorance an4. Various concurring 
ci^cumstaacas, many .are 30 . entsoig^ed aod fettesed 
Iq^ their, vices and connectioa^^. that tbey:U\ay be rer 
(^rded. as under the; inilueqce of a., '^ moral con** 
straint"^ .1 will, not.a^tin assert (t to be '' perfe<;tT 
hfnaiurar tbat.spm^ p^ditents» from the sifp^rior. 
nwiner ;ini which tbe^ bAY^^ been .tMrpugbt uf^ and 
from delicacy of constitutmv shPuM J^ '^anjun^ 
conquerable aversion'' to go to a Workhouse !* — I dp . 
not myf, 6iat the a^^dimei^ts.ei^rtvin^.concepiu^^ 
i7//.prQstjlujtea, by one of the moet hiiinap6.5uped%- 
tendant&vof tbe.he^t n^gqlated of the^ie .r§9§ptacl(3s» 
is;a4)ropitioi»/Qmen> if nQt.an.absolvite gu^uraqt^^ 
<£ the favourable nature of that ^reception apd insskt- 
meat viihic^ ^evtry proiitAtute may ex|>ect to mee|: 
with >al: iuch places !r— J cjp not £»y, al<;h«ig|lji, you 
.jfomwlf de^lareiiti. that w^n^n. of thi^ piost " dfispifUr 

' bki". '-depnav^dr jBoid ^ijeq '' dts^perate charactei^' 
^e reteive^ i|>tA Workhou^^, w4^tt^terefpreih&j, 

r 

'' ♦ Vid* ydfir «.* »e'ply,'&ei"* whei^ jfeu intWdtice tbeac #eiifti. 
:ainiUB8 cfltitradicKQrjr.! 1 notice U9sJrivial,drciioi9taDce,-^ 
order to shew how little you are to be depended upon, wbei^ 
yon represent joar antagonists a^ at variance with eacb other! 
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areiunsiHtaUe A^luma jfor females who are^desirbus. 
to abandon their vices, mid to escape from such soci^ 
ctyf—^l paas by .all these more or tesswei^fy consi-* 
derations, w)»ch, if you please, 'Sir, you may call ^^son 
phidtical C in order to ask you tiaefellowtng questiaDs.' 
-*-Yoa will not; I presume, defiy that a prostitute, who. 
pvofesseshenself desirous to be restored to virtuous lifey 
givj^s ttless questionable proof of the noh-existence of 
Slid). a dispoUdtioa by refusing to apply, for this ptir^ 
pose, to &^ Magdalen* Hospital, to^e Lack Asy^ 
lum or^to !the.i^^/e Penitentiary , than by her re^' 
fiisal to . apply, to. any Woridiouse whatever. Now,* 
Sit; permit me to ask youj if such a female, who had. 
not'prevk>usly applied for admission into any of th(^ 
abcn^jnentkkied charitable Institutions, were to ap- 
ldy,» witli the same intent, at SpitaUjklds Worfc 
house,: would you deem it a sufficient reason for re-^ 
gai^^ing her as one of the ^^ most cnid and profligatie 
of die-fettale race*' that dieWi not iliade'any such 
application, and therefore reject her? If you say that 
you would 7?<)/,'onthis account, refuse her adnu'ission; 
tben, Sir,. 1 ask you why the.Penitenthiry should re^ 
ject the petition of &6 female n'ho knocks at its 
fjftt^, b^cauae sbe has not made a previous appllca- 
tii>n eoen at a fVorkhousef If yop reply, that 
yqKk. would refuse her if the law, as you say, did not 
obi^ge.ym totiik€\ her in! then, Sir, I asfciyou 
wheiJier jou mean to reflect upon. the legislators of 
your country^ as enacting that which is pernicious to . 
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ineiebf; and to pass' a censure upon tiiat vety Utiv 
wiiidi direody enanates from die act wbich ^ou ap^ 
phmd as fbe result of ^^ consummate wisdtm r Per^ 
mit me to say, Sir, that nothing. can extricate ^tnt 
from the alternatives of dns embarrassing diiethtna ) 
Again, suppose die unhappy giri in qiiestionwere ixr 
declare that slie Aaisf made an application to eax^ of 
Ibecharities above uiehtioiied, and Aat she coAd nbc 
obtain admission for want of room, would you not, to 
Hiaintain your con^tency, be compelled to teiffstd 
her as a *^ filthy adept in deceit ^^ her declamtion ad 
" a forged lie,'' and, if the law would permit; Xo re^ 
jecC bdr application as the ^* simple asserdon'' of a 
^ deceitfd prostitute," ^* long driBed m die school of 
deceit r^ Indeed Sir, your public declarations seeM 
t6 be acknirably calculated to encourage penitent *fe« 
males! to apply to diose parochial Asylums, whichyoti 
say die lawbas proviited fortheir reeeptioni They may 
nw> apply not oidy widi die pnospeet of being setit 

to ^xiAeyv^^tkafoing been prostitutes; but with 

* 

the Ml persuasion also that they shall be diarged as 
public impostors, for attempting to gain admissioil 
xAx> the ' Wofthduse by ^\forging a lie! 
■ Further, Sir, as itis an unquestionable fact that the 
Penitentiaries of London are constantly receiving 
applications for admission, from tliose females >tho,. 
at Iciftst, profess diediselves desirous to be res^ 

* See your " Address, &c/' pp. 12 & 17, and your " Reply, 



eued &otnyice,Md re&toi;ed to viirtuous life; w^u 
it is equally a fact that w£h af^plicatiiom have 
scarcely orer ocourfied at Wofkbouses^ it feUowi^ 
tba^ vdi&t^yer paay be.thevTecoauzieiMiatiwsQf iiiese 
paipQhiaL n^epiacles ^ other res^pecte) they have at 
least been inefficient in that whi^h coaly h . of aof 
ioapoitanee in ; the. present discus£ioa< . YxHir sefed- 

ence, l^^ore, to these^^^^^^y^^'^^i^^^ hw 
tended only to, shew move clearly the imperkMaa ne^ 
tpe$sity whidh isxisted for/diose very Institutions^ 
whose. d^noUtion you are rasUy.^deavguruig to ac^ 

' . Snt^ S\t^ if after all tlat I hanre advanced^ ycm 
BtittjcyatiDUii^ in /opposition to plain matter. o/ifiict^ 
^bodthe se^ro^ covmboratipgconsidei^lipna which I 
^ve adduced, to- afirm^ lliat the wooien whom :the 
BtmlMlmy ^lOfCiives^ larethe most ixmitentely ^^4» 
fmmtdT and ^^ Sab^iml diaraetem". of tt^ eex{ 
tfaeni Sir,.|u» the direct advantagfs (demonstrated as i^ 
JHUf'be^ by their spirit aaui bet^viour »^hilst iathe 
iioiiae^ a^d^ by their uniform good conduct in the im^ 
iniiies ^^re. several have idready bjeen iixed,) thm 
Sir, I say, that as d^ direct advaiytage whidi these 
vi;!om$n have actuallyireceived, .and l;^ii«diich Society 
is thus benefitted^ has been derived from the Insti<- 
tintoo in question; itneoefisar^y Mows, that, so^tin* 
as rdates to the inimodktte attainmepit and comnuM- 
nication of positive good^ your own statements con- 
firm the argument in favour of the Penitentiary ! K 
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4iMte: statomeots be true^ then, Sar^ the> benc^eial 
effidaicywtbe'-C^rity ifflliiienselytraDsot^ the 
4iiOHt6«ngaiiie expectations of its ppcgectcvs \ > 

Ixk 4)rder,*bosKevery> that the puUic may Joww.the 

whole x)f the truths and to xlephve you of emy pcet- 

tence fw vilifyii^ thb ImtitatiDny I. think it proper 

to ideciar&that, althou^ the committees in thdr ret 

gttlar proceedings give a preference to Ibose females 

«ho aie yoiingt and whothaire.beeQ but a .^faort tiu^ 

in a course, of vice^ yet. they do not rlgprously bar 

its docKTsaflaiost all tirho .are of a ntoreonatune B£m 

«ui„h»eca«er of uu,ui,yh« been »««,.» 

izacted. Cases, occasionally occuc. of. sudi ittOiU- 

Itrly ,d)stre8(ang. and pifeeting iqterest^ acooiapiuiied 

J)y^so many alleviating circumstaaoes, andpresbitfr 

ingiso favourable 41 prospect of comnmnicating (Jae 

ess^tud advantagfss of the Charily to.the individwls 

^ndio apply, that ^committees would deem . thev^ 

selves chargeable, yritb a dereliction of their duty» if; 

when such instances, happen, they did^not depart, in 

aome degoee,. from the ordinary rule of their procef 

dure. Yon will fdease to x^bserve^ hoivever, that these 

eases .aire comparatively rane, and do not at all^ in? 

^ere with th^ grand distinctum. of .character 

•whichitis tbe.invariable object of the committed 

to.xa!^t^;.Bmce.no/emale'whatmer isjullj/i adr 

mitted .who. does not evince, by . her appearance, 

temper^ and conduct, that she is really deskou^ of 
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rraouncing her viees, and living vfttix^yfor USt 
futufe.* 

' But ftitther, Sir, you assert thj^tthe Pc»iitentiaiy 
closes its gates upon the^ seduceii' female who is de- 
sirous to be restf»ned by religions instruction, ftc. to 
a respectaUfe station in sbciety, because it refosesr to 
admit her in a siate of pregnancy I But, Sir,^ per- 
mit me to ask you, are tii^re no females of this d^ 
scription but such as -are in a pn^nant state? Are 
'there no seduced females who do not become preg- 
nant, whose ^^illicit amour^ is nereFtheleas dt^- 
tected ? who from the violent reproaches and persecu- 
tion of tlieir relatives, and the dejeietion oceaSsicmed 
by loss of character, are in imminent danger af 
falling deeper into : sin, and yet desirous to escape 
the gulf which opens before them. Here &en is^n 
*' seduced female" agamst vhom tiie Penit^niiftry 
does not bolt its doors, and whom you yourself ad- 
rmt may be desirous of restoration! Again, Sar, 
you must be aware that there are seduced females 
who either mi^arry, or whose diildren are ftlfil 
bom, or who. lose their infeints in chfldlurth, dritf- 
terwards by death. Further, th^^ are seduced 'fe* 
males whose, friends have pity upon the ^' dear little 
mnocent," who have none upon the o&ndiiig and 
disgraced mother. And again, there are seduced 
females whose of&pring are in the care of the* pa- 
rish, who through poverty and loss of charaplm'^are 
€:t|K>sed to the most per4ous taaaptations. Now^ 
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Stt; BvbD yon yourself Hdnk thatmokfemaloi'may 
be desirous <^ being restored by religious imlnio^ 
tioiv titatiheyaiB ^' deserving of our pity, eiid have 
a streog claiai upon our benevdenee"^ to b6 m r^» 
stored to a res^eciaUe station in society ! After all^- 
tlien it appears that the Penftentitiiy d6es not ex^ 
elude '^ teduced femaleS)" unless they are in & state 
of pregnancy/ and if it had received them in t^ 
state I f&fH pensuadedy Sop, that you would have been 
the ^t lobBv^ charged it wi^ encouragii^ andfft^ 
cilitating seduction by lessening the fear of shame 
and punishment.' I have already shewn Aat, even 
upon one of y6ur own principles, the Penitentiary 
must be acknowledged 'to have acted with wisdorii id 
this particular. t Besides; Sir, you may not, perhaps, 
be award thai no person can open % house as a Hos-* 
pittUJbr Lying'in fFxmen, without conforming tb 
all the provisions of the 13 Geo. IH, oh. 83, under a 
penaltydf fifty pounds! Now, Sir, one of these pro^ 
visions is that the Governors^ &c. of every such house, 
after having taken out a license, i^all cause to be put 
up in lai^ letters, on the front of the buildiAg, the 
following inscription t 
Licensed for the public reception or 

. PREGNANT WOMEN, PURSUANT TO AN AClP OP 
PARLIAMENT PASSED IN THE THIRTEENTH 
TSAR OF rTHE REI6N OF KiNG GEOAOE THE 

Tm'RD. ^ . 

* 'But whtt do yoU'suppose, Sir, would be &e cop^ 

* Vide your ** Aply, &c.^ p. 44. f Vide Bemoostraot, p. 10. 



aeqpiaiio&iaf potimg up siicliitti iaBcripttoii «s ^bieoa 
tbecurtside of ^ I^omjkni female Penitentiary? Siir^ 
tt^ mfty be w eittfly. foresMB :a3 thttt' ^oa ^Md I 
shCMiM miC chuseto Mwdiu) porters, moAwgif la all 
the' applkafite^M^io }Rrould knock at ite .gates! An4 
9fgmt Sk^ mheA do* yon tt»tik tbe pariah C^c^m 
would say oiV' the pdnt'of iliie^imate abiUrenf if 
'^iseduoed •fimiaiea'^ iwp^ . ddiiverad in > dio house ? 
Woidd they* ne^^, tiHak you» interfered so as to em* 
bami8% i£ not to 'frustrate the* veiy deaign'Of the 
Gbaiity? ...*., ; 

However, ^» youyeursetf adfoail'tfiat'ibe P^^ 
tenliaiy, ^^ renins an^ e$seniiat serviQe to 4k6 
community,* by te^iving- wider itdproleciiioa '^se« 
duced females" who have neoer betn on the tpmvi 
bul^. assert agikist such it bars its^dpors.; Do you thea 
mean, Sir jT to itay, in relaAioa to ^.seduced female) that 
a 9t0te^pr€gfmnoy is ipdispeinsiblfi to a deaue to be 
refonned, and that under aft other possible drcum^ 
stances she is totally insusceptible of the desire, aad^ 
im^paUe of tbn^ bo^iefit of reformation ? . But, Sir» it i» 
'* in^aiii todelineate these tittle shades indifference^ 
when our fellow creatures are to be saved from the 

r 

ft 

dai^g^ of felling into ^^ a crime of ^uoh an^ awful qar 

ture as prostitution^rt 
To put, however, this point entirely out of dispui^^ 

I affirm it to be a fact that a fiiU fourth pari of tbjQ 

penitents, at present under the wing of the Peaiteo- 

tiary, are ^eiahtcedfemales who never ham been Ofe 

^ Vidsyour << Kepi/, ^c.*" p. 43. t Ibid. p. 47. 
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tket(m»i wme of whon/lMui iftnot l)mn'£»rtb»{)ra^ 
tecCingcai^of.tbb kMrtituli^ 
ed into tlie sinks of prostitutioii,'* and bei^ at dusmcH 
meat eotkii^ aikl deslrojrv^tiK y^ 
poUs. Of tbese^ these are seveiol ^/ho nSvier had 
any cnmiaal intereooiae but ^wAi ^oir - sedation. 
Some, also, of this latter class have Idftthe Pebitfib* 
tiary, and bean pkoed ia rsqiMt&ble firailiGs, whene 
their condnct has been unifiHsnly good. Of lliese, 
four have exhibited evidences of decided and ettm- 
plary piety.* Now, Sir, these are facts of a '* t09^i'' 
Ue nature'' to^hich your ceady method of dishns- 
mig what your op|ionents msfy advance against you, 
by caUii^ it '^absurd'' and ^^ 0Qphiiticai^'' will not 
api^y. Here, Sir, are instances of positive '' indi- 
vidual goody^t connected with important advantages 

* In the '* statement of facts appended to the Remohsirdntf 
lintrudaced the case of a young woitoan who had be^ntedii-^ 
red, and afterwards becan^e an exemplary character in a family, 
where she still live8y.and does credit to her religious profession. 
I described this person not as ** a prostitute*^ but as having 
^^ftUen into sin and mwiifested signs of contrition.'^ Y6u 
say, Sir, " that if I had known this woman came from a iFTorfe 
Aotf5e/ 1 should have omitted the circumstance altogether/'f 
But why so? I adduced it for the purpose of shewing that 
' *' femates who h^id deviated ' from the paths t>f virtue,"^ 
might become even eminent blessings to fiuniliei. I also a&- 
knowledged that religious advantages were sometimes enjoyed 
even in Workhouses !f But, Sir, as you yourself observe that 
you ''do not consider this circumstance as any triumph over 
me," I shall say no more upon it* 

,t Vide your "Reply, Ac." p, 87.- ,• 

• Vtde yow Reply, Ac* pp. 6l A: fit. t Vtde Kemonitniit, p. 39k 



t6 society, of 'vrittdik you can liiBitiier deny the reality, 
im evade the fofte^ Instances, Sir, seleeted out of 
that very class, viz. " seduced females^ who have ' 
neoer been common prostituteiy whom ydu affirm 
that the Penitentiary " for ever excludes," and for 
whomyouBo^thetically pleads though not witljout 
adducing a codaderatioi) which might reasonably 
cod the ardour of yoiir importunity, viz. " That 
there is not one instance in a hundred of a woman 
who becomes a prostitute in consequence of se^ 
duction r* 

As to the possible sepdration 6f thfe mother from * 
the childj against which you cry out so loudly, I ob- 
serve that, in whatever degree such a meas#e is to 
be lamented, the accomplishiftent of a benevolent 
design may sometimes render it expedient.- At 
least, Sir, you must allow that it is not an unprece- 
dented occurrence. Did you never hear of 'the 
Foundling Hospital^ by the very rules of which all 
intercourse between parents and th^ir children is 
prohibited? And, Sir, can you be ignorant that 
even parish officers put out to nurse infants, who 
are separated from their mothers^ in order that 
the latter may go into service? How perfectly "fidi-^' 
culcHis^' then is it, because the Penitentiary does not 
receive women in a state of pregnancy, and would 
not, under certain circumstances, reject the applica- 
tions of such, after their delivery, as^may be desirous 
% ■ ' 

* Vide your " Reply, &c." p. 47. 



teenter intp it witboat tiieir o&inrii^ — I say, Sir^ how 
p&rtecily \^ ridiculous'' is it for you therefore to cry 
out — " I appeal to every parent in the kingdom, 
i^id 98k, ouglit such an Institution to continue a siD|^ 
day P"^ purely, Sir, you might with much less in^pio* 
priety raise your voice, aj^st the rules of th^ Founds 
Tmgj and the proceedii^ of parish officers ; and 
cry out, ^^ I appeal to every j»ar€n^ in the kk^om, 
^dask, ought sucbam-eistitbTishment and such pro- 
ceedings to be countenanced a single day?" 

I come now, Sir, to the consideration of what 
yxne regard as the argumentum palmarium of 
your book, in which you appear to have compressed 
your ()|^ef energy, and qn which you are willing 
to rdy for the final » determination of the contro* 
versy. Your argument appears to be this, Ma/^or 
eoerjf prostitute taken into the Penitentiarjfy 
another female immediately takes hlr place, 
'T-so far there is no actual diminution of the 
number of women upon the town, the ^' sum of 
prostitution'' remains precisely as it was. But 
then as some part of those who are received into 
the Penitentiary^ in any given year, may reason- 
ably be expected ^^ to revert to their sipful 
courses f" " the exact number of these, whatever it 
may be, will give the amount of the actual in- 
crease occasioned by the Penitentiary for that 



* 



Vide your " Reply, dec." p. 50. 
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year.^* I think, Sii^, you will admit this to be a 
correct statement of your argument, so far as relates 
to the supposed increase of the number of prostitutes 
on the town^ Now, permit me to observe that you 
have here taken quite new ground. Perhaps, Sir, this 
argument is more plausible^ although not more 
sound, .than any which you have hitherto advancied ; 
and yet I am not able to discover a trace of it in 
your former pamphlet ! I have, liowever, found it 
in the Medical Observer for April last, from 
whence, considering the date of your publication, 
and that ydu have also adopted a phraseology;\ 
similar to that of the medical Critic, it is a fair 
presumption that you may have borrowed It ! There 
is, however, nothing really new in the argument, 
and, therefore, I am at liberty likewise to suppo^, 
that you n!iight be previously acquainted with it, but 
excluded it from your first pamphlet by reason of a 
lurking suspicion that it is ^^sc^histicalP* If this 
were indeed the case^ the production of it now may 
tend to shew the straits and difficulties of 3rour situ^ 
ation! — In the " Remonstranr I had refbted 
the arguments which you originally employed 
against the Penitentiary. This refutation, however, 
you have very politicly pasised over, by merely de- 
nominating my reasonings " metaphysical," " sophis* 
ticar and ^^ absurd !" I had, also, adduced argu- 

* Vide your " Reply, &c?' p. 86. 

t Vide Med, Obs. vol. 5th, p. 260, 26l. 
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ments in defence of the JPemtratiai^, which I am 
perBuaded are irrefragable; these, also, yon ha^ie 
thou^t proper ta dismiss, in a similar manner^ 
witiiout a single attempt to refute them ! You have 
acted thus also in reference to the chief part of what 
has been advanced by, the Gentleman if ith whom I 
co-operated in that defence, so that your last attack 
upon the Penitentiary is little more than a repetition 
of those charges against it which you had before 
given to the public, and the falshood and futility <tf 
which had been so repeatedly demonstrated \ You 
have neverthdess deemed it proper to make in your. 
^^Refdy" a great parade of these churgesy imagin- 
ing, I presume, that they\ni^t at least s^ve you 
for xmtworks, whilst yoa prudently retreated for 
safety to your newly discovered argument j as to a 
fartresSy from which I shall now attempt to dis« 
lodge you. 

In order to achieve this object, it may be neces- 
sary to re-state the formidable ai^ument in questiw. 
For every prostitute admitted into the Penitenr 
Uary, another female immediately occt^ies her, 
place; so far then no actual diminution of the/ 
sum of prostitution is effected; but as some of 
those who tnter that Institution^ may reasonably^ 
be expected4o ^^ prove deceiver s^"" and to return to 
their vicious courses, the " ea'act number'' of such 
instances, in any given year, will gipe the real 
** amount of the increase of prostitutes by the 
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Penitentiary fbr that year!" — Now, Sir, as you 
affirm- that this is tiie grand ^* point upon which thi^ 
whole of the controversy hinges,"* and that to this 
you are willing it should be " reduced ;" it follows una- 
voidably, from your own admission, that if you are' 
wrong here, you are radically and fundamentally 
wroD^! Here, then we. are again at issue. Now, Sir, 
I observe in the first place,^^ that whatever may be the 
confidence with which you assert, tliat for every pros- 
titute who enters the Pemteiltiary, ^'another,, who is 
now prevented will immediately becomea prostitute, "f 
I must be permitted to i^gard your assertion as entire- 
ly-hypothetical, and incapable of proof, fiut, admit- 
tii^ it, for the sake of argument; to be a fact, witK 
what pret^sions, Sir, to justice can you a:ttribute 
this accidental evil to the P^tenHiary? Even those 
mischiefs which result fibm an abu^e or a perver- 
mn of that Institution, cannot equitably be charg- 
ed upon it. But the evil in question cannot be con- 
nected with tlie Penitentiary even by such feeble links 
as these ! It is the result neither of a prospective ope« 
ralioa, aertbough it held out a premium for vice, nor 
of any subsequent pernicious influence^ by means of 
the women who may entw into service ;% for ^^ f^ 
a)ale, who, in this case, plunges-^ into prostitution, 
may be supposed to haye . no knowledge whatever 

* • f . 

• Vide your " Reply, fee." p. 79. 

t Vide Ibid. p. S4, 85. - 

% Vide ItenqOQStrant, p. 35 and 20th. 
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even of tl}6 existence of the Penitaatiary ! But; fttr^ 
tber Sir, is it aiiy solid reason for my refusal to 
perform a substantial act of benevolence towards 
one individual, that another may convert it into an 
ocgasi(Hi of committing evil ? Shall an individual 
refuse to pay a just debti to his creditor becsuuse a 
third person may turn a thief in order to rob tlie lat>- 
ter of the money ? The quality of positive good 
which I do to an individual^ and through him to so* 
ciety, cannot, in the nature of things, be affected by 
the bad conduct of others^ and makes not the least 
abatement tin my obligation to perform the duty. 
It is an act, therefore, of gross and flagrant injustice^ 
supposing such accidental and indirect evils do oc* 
cur, to charge them upon the Penitentiary, with 
which it has properly no more concern than Mr. Hale 
himself! Indeed, Sir, it would be an act of much 
less inj ustice for me to charge you with being guilty of 
^' a fetal violation of the -laws of God and man," for 
having given ap almost unwersal publicity- to an 
Institution which you denounce as of " dangerous 
tendency'' to the morals of society ! F# it is evi- 
dent, that by advertising it, in the tide page of your 
book, throu^ every street of the metropolis, and, by 
the newspapers, in every part of the kingdom, you 
have contributed indirecdy to extend its supposed 
pernicious and " fatal" influence ! 

A^in, Sir, mark another con^uence of your 
principle. You have placed you^lf in the awkward 



predicament of a man, who is disdnguiahed for his 
benevolence, pleading vihekalf of a nttmbet qfvi- 
eious/emales, who are waiting for '^^the desired op- 
portitnity" of pluii^g into prostitution, to the in- 
Jury of those •who are earnestly desit'ous of being 
extricated out of it ! I3 it possible, Sir, that any 
of your numerous admirers can sanction the palpar 
ble injustice of such a [M«ference? — What! must a 
poor perishing young creature, who has just caught 
hold of the hand which had beoi extended to save 
her, be cruelly puslied back a^n mto the flood, be^ 
cause a suicidal wretch, who has the means ofkoxest 
support in her hands, is resolved, ^ould the other be 
rescued, "immediately" afterwards to plunge in!* Is 
it possible. Sir, that you can persist in the defiaice 
of speculations, which lead to consequences pre^ant 
with such evident and sho^kuig iojustiee? But, I 
wish here, Sir, to impress upon your mind that tfte 
females admitted into the Penitrati^ are not mere- 
ly saved from sinking in the dead sea of prostituticHi, 
tiiey are also directed how to apply for the waters 
rf eta^kil life ;^ tiiey have not cmly the opportunity 
of forming habits of useful and profitable industry, 
but, also, of receiving cimstEmt religious instruction, 
and of hearing the gospel preached in its highwt 
doctrinal and moral purity ; and in 
liarly adapted to convince them o 
mity of thdr guilt, and the dreai 

• Vide your " Reply, Ac," p. 85, t Vk 
£ 4 
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their crimes ; as well as to lead them, tlurough thf 
Mediator, to a pardoning God, and to an entire and 
conscientious al)andonnient of ttieir former immoral 
and destructive courses : — whilst those. Sir, oa die 
other hand, whom you suppose tp t^e th^ir places 
in the hajunts of prostitution, are already so far viti- 
ated, ^ to render it utterly improbable that they 
should ever voluntarily use tlie ordinary means of 
salvation, or, fcqjna the nature of their axinections, 
be led to do so, exi^epting, as penitents, by^nean^ 
of a public reformatory. 

Biit, Sir, a more serious consideration still re« 
mains — If it be injurious to the community for the 
^Penitentiary to snatch a prostitute from ruin, be- 
cause it is supposed to make room in the walks of 
infamy for another, who, may prove more prejudicial 
to society tb^ h^r predecessor— then, Sir, it follows 
by neo^wy and unavoid$tble copsaquence, that it is 
m ^t proportionably 'heoe&QieX to society to de- 
tain her in her vicious coursps ! { Yes, S^r, I 
ajfBrm, withpiit fear of refutation, th^t upon your 
principle: it isi an aqt of virtue and patriotism to 
eacourc^ h^r in sin, x^y if is eveq. an act of pa- 
tiiotistQ and virtue in t|;ie female herself to continue 
in her iniquitous, car^n It must be wrong even 
to. weaken her attactunent (o vice, or to do any. 
thiqg |liQ.t qfmy ipduce her to renounce a situation 
^hich, for the inter<3st of the community at large, 
she is so beneficially filling up ; and for this im« 



|(KKtant reiptson — ^lest a female more destructive in her 
influence should step into her place ! * But, Sir, if the 
Female, who is to be saved from ruiff, manifest any 
<|gns of penitence, the argument gathers immense 
strength, the duty becomes of most imperious obliga- 
tion — andanact of rescuehighlyreprehensible indeed, 
since the greats timidity and tendem^s of conscience 
the penitent feels, the more circumscribed must be 
her mischievous influence, and the greaterthe compa- 
rative evil arising from the vices of her * more vile 
and profligate successor ! — who is " readjf^ volunta- 
fily to plunge into the abyss from which the other is 
desiroti^ tQ be rjescued ! Now, Sir, 1 appeal to yotrir 
I'ea^n, tp yourmi^rals, butaboveail to your religion, 
can any princij^s be imagined more dreadfully horrid 
in their ccHipequ^nees than those which 3'ou have 
taken so much p^uns to propagate !-^^rinciples t>y 
which virtue is reconciled with guilt, and iniquity 
inade to promote th^ public gopd ; by which it be-* 
comes a duty to repress ccmtrition, and culpable tq 
abolish vice ; apd according to which an act pf po- 
sitive heii^olf nce^ and that of the highest kind, as 
benefiting the souls as well as bodies pf ^e most 
wretched, helpless, and hopeless of our fellow-crea- 
tures, is characterized as ^^ a most fatal viplation of 
the laws of Ood and man" ! i I 

But these consequences are, no doub^ all ^* so^ 
phistical" speculations. Wdl then, Sir, I will bring 

♦ Fide your « Reply,^ fcc." p. 87 and 88. 
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the matter home to your own bosom. The error 
of principles, indeed, is generally best illustrated or 
exposed by their direct application to cases of real 
life. Out of many such, cases that may easily he 
jimagined, I therefore select the following — ^Sup-' 
posing Sir, a parent whose daughter had lived some 
time in a coarse of prostitution were to apply, 
with a view to her rescue, for advice and assistance 
to^a magistrate. Suppose forther, that the magis-^ 
trate in question had adopted your principles^ and^ 
conceived himself to ]}e under an obligation to act 
upon them, might he not reasonably be expected 
to reply to the folloni^ing effect ? " My good friend, 
I companionate your case, and ^ould be very glad 
to relieve you, could I do it consistently widi the 
general wel&ure, but as it is a fact that ai!!other 
female will immediatdy take tbe place of your 
daughter, who may prove much more mischievous 
to society than her, it is my duty to recommend 
you to let the matter rest, and to su%r your daugh- 
ter to ccxitinue in prostitution for the good of the 
state ! — a considerati<m diis^ which ought to con* 
ade you for your own loss and her ruin" jl — Now; 
Sir, suppose that you yourself were the parent 
who made this, application in behalf of a beloved 
and perishing child, and that your were to receive 
such a reply — what would be your feelings ? What 
emotions of mingled astonishment and indignation , 
would ini^tandy seize you ! But^ no Sir, I wrong 



you greatly by this supposition. On the contrary, 
i{ jfou were the &ther^ you must be compelled to 
fappkud the justice and patriotism of the magi&r 
trate, as being in conformity with your ' own extras 
ordinary principles! There is an alternative, in** 
deed, which, upon such an occasion, might natu* 
rally occur to you ; I mean. Sir, the punishment of 
death, according to your own interpretation of the 
Mosaic law! Sir, you have a father's feelings: 
Would you then be prepared for the execution of 
this sentence? Would you perceive in it nothing 
*' rigorous" or "severe"? 

But, Sir, not only are your principles false — the 
statements by which you attempt to give your prin^ 
ciples a specious and imposing aspect are also fal^ 
lacious. In these statements you proceed upon the 
AuppositioQ that ia a given year there "is an hun<(* 
dred prostitutes taJken into the Penitentiary"-'--Nbw 
Sir^ of these hundred prostitutes, I will further sup-^ 
pose that thirty relapse into vice, and that the 
remaining seventy are restored to virtue and to 
society. Of these, some are reconciled to their 
friends, some are placed in shops, or in some hcme^ 
knd useful occupation, and the rest as servants in 
]resp!e(:table families ; but, according to the supposi^ 
tion^ not one of these seventy ga again upon the 
town. Here then, Sir, is the positive individual 
and social good arising out of the reforto oSs&oenty 
females, many of whom I am at liberty to presume; 



become truly pious characters. As to the thirfy 
who are supposed to relapse, it is to be, observed, 
that they contribute no more to the sum of moral 
eciff than they would have done if tlieir vicious ca- 
reer had not been interrupted — on the contrary, b» 
the religious impressicHis, which they may have re- 
ceived in the Penitentiary, may prove a restraint upon 
some, BXid ultimately lead to the restoratiw of 
others,^ an addition is hereby made to the sum of 
tnoral good which must be thrown into the t)pposite 
scale. Now, Sir, let us see how you attempt to 
cancel the account as thus stated, and to establish 
.a calculation that would injure the credit of the Pe- 
nitentiary. You " declare, without fear of ccHitra- 
diction, that for every prostitute now upon the town, 
let their numbers be what they may, there are two 
ready to taketheurplaces'^t-Indeed, Sir, "two* * • • • • 
two readyto take their places!! But m^o what? 

* I have already suggested tlie probability of good being"ef« 
fectedintliiaway. Vide*' Remonstrant/' p. 69. The following fact 
will corroborate the intimatipn there given. A young woman 
left the Penitentiary in an^unreformed and impenitent state, and 
vent again upon the town. But, to ust her own language, 
^ conscience would not let her go on long,*' she <' could not 
bear herself;" and after being but '* one month in that dreadiiil 
situation/' she procured work, and *' lived for five months on 
bread and cheese only/' This young woman is now comfort- 
ably fi3(ed in a respectable family at a market town in Essext 
and has written a letter expressive of her sense of the benefiti 
which she has received by means of the Penitentiary. Neither 
is this a solitary instance, two or three others, of a similar Ha* 
ture, baVe also occurred, 

t Vide your " Reply, &c/' p. 85. 
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Pray, Sir, explain ? There is something remarkdbly 
suspicious here. Are they two prostitutes or two , 
modest Tvomen ? I will give you time to breathy 
Sk — and in the interim proceed to fill up the hia- 
tus — " For every prostitute now upon the town 
there are two [prostitutes] ready to take their 
places" ! ! !* Pray, Sir,' do you understand this? — 
Then I will proceed a step further — " Supposing 
(you say) for a moment, that there is a hundred an- 
nually taken into the Penitentiary ; for this number 
lUlmitted, there is an hundred (an hundred what ? Why 
prostitutes to be sure,) more at least upon the town''^ 
That is, if the Penitentiary receive a hundred prosti-* 
tutes, a hundred prostitutes take their places, there- 
fore " it must be obvious to every reflecting mind that 
the number of prostitutes will be proportionably 
increased ! ! ^ Now, Sir, \^itliout making any pre- 
tensions to a ^^ reflecting mind," it appears to me 
from the preceding considerations, that, on the sup- 
position that none of these hundred females, whom 
you suppose to enter into the Penitentiary, to relapse,* 
the *^ sum of prostitution must certainly diminish^ 
and jtliat (as you say) in proportion to the numbers 
admitted into it T The question here evidendy 
relates to two hundred prostitutes of whom one 
hundred are supposed to be restored by the Peni- 
tentialry, of course the number left upon the town 
must be diminished in proportion to the number ad- 

• Vide "Reply, fitc." p. 85. f Vide Ibii p. 8& 
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mitted into it r And surely, Sir, yo>u are not prepar- 
ed to assert 'that, upon the removal of these latter 
into more eligible circumstances for more general 
prostitution, a hundred virtuous' and modest, women 
will in a moment become vitiated, and occupy their 
mixed condition of labour and less general prosti- 
tution ! ! ! Rit I dare say, Sir, this is all " sophisti- 
cal and " metaphysical," " exhibiting you to the pub- 
lic as saying what you never said, and as asserting 
principles the very opposite to what you feel," and 
tlierefore I presume, you will again tell the public 
that the advocates of the Penitentiary " have in no 
one instance refuted one single objection that ybu 
have . brought against it."* 5ut, Sir, I insist that, 
according to yo^r men statements^ , the women 
whom you suppose to take the places of the re- 
claimed females akv. already prostitutes! The 
two whom you represent as their successors, yOu 
very justly describe, not as virtuous and modest 
womeriy but as females who ^'frequently go out in 
the evening and offer themselves for prostitution r 
and of whom you say " there are many thou- 
sands /"f They are such as^^* are often what they call 
"trying their chance," and who only "give over 
their wicked pursuit w;hen the "scanty prey" ren^ 
ders it an unprofitable one-J Now, Sir, I appeall 
to yourself whether this is not an accurate descrip- 

* Vide youF « Reply, &c/' p. 6. t Vide Ibid. p. 8 i. 
I Vide Ibid, p*. 85. 
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tion of what are called street walkers or corimon 
prostitutes. And are not these the proper names of 
such as ^^ go out into the streets and oj^er themselves 
Jbr prostitution .*" Pray, Sir, if the Penitentiary were 
to admit jany of those whom you thus describe, and 
any of its defenders were to assert that they were not: 
prostitutes, what would you say to that ? I know, Sir, 
you would insist upon it that they were. You per- 
ceive then into what difficulties you have plunged 
yourself, and what prudence will be required to 
enable you to maintain consistency in your n^t 

pubhcation ! W^y? ^^^y ®^ ^^^ ^^"^ ^^^ reprobating 
as prostitutes this , description of females, should 
they be received into the Penitentiary y I question 
whether, in this case^ you would not include in the 
same class, even " seduced females," who had after* 
wards lived with more than one man '^ on dkhonour- 
able terms,'* although they had nevee ^^gone into 
the streets to offer themselves for prostitution r It 
is hence evident, also, that in order to give a colour 
to your expiring cause, it will really be necessary 
iox youy Sir, to apply ^^soft and tender epithets to 
the profligate of the female race !" Not to such as 
are desirous to be restored^ S^c. of whom the ad- 
vocates of the Penitentiary speak, but of those, Sir, 
who, with a living in their hands, voluntarily plunge 
into a state of " horrid" prostitution ! A few of 
these gentle epithets may likewise be necessary; 
Sir^ to palliate the guilt even of those who have 
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Bot jfet " offered themselves for prostitution'^ in th6 . 
puUk streets, but who, with ^the genuine mind of 
the prostitute^ " are. reaihf to take the places'* of 
such as enter into the Penitentiary ! 

There remain upon this part of the subject two 
more considerations which I ought not entirely to 
pass over. You have again thought proper to as^ 
sert, that injuries of great magnitude will arise from 
the penitents, who, upon leaving the Penitentiary, 
are placed in pious and respectable families. This 
objection I have before examined at a considerable 
length,* and endeavoured to shew its futility, especi- 
ally as affecting your calculation, to the prejudice 
of the Charity, in relation to» the increase of the 
sum of moral evil. Although you have not conde- 
scended even to notice what I have advanced upon 
this point, I myst nevertheless beg leave to refer 
you to the ** Remonstrant as containing a suffici* 
ent answer to your objection, intimating at the same 
time, that the conduct of those penitents who have 
left the Charity, and are now fixed " in pious and 
respectable families," has hitlierto tended to corro- 
borate, by the evidence of facts, the arguments 
which I have there adduced. 

Upon this subject much might be said, were it 
consistent with prudence, that, would afford a high 
degree of gratification to the supporters and friends 

of the Penitentiary ; and. Sir, I tru6t to you also. — 

♦ » 

* Vide " Remonstrant;' p. 35 —45. 
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Your predicament, however, is ai^ awkward one, 
for if EVIL shoutd issue from duii source, it would 
seem to add to your fame by reflecting credit upon 
your sagacity! At all events, Sir^ you will, in fiiture, 
find the apostoUc precqH ^' ryoice not in iniqui- 
ty,'' of priuch more difficult obsfE^vance than heneto- 
fore ! The other cqnsicbration, to which I have al- 
luded, I slirink from with disgust; It is proper, howr 
ever, that I should mpel the low and injurious insir 
tiuati(Hi. You say, that the Penitentiary will give 
an ^^ additional' stimidud to lewdness*' by ^^ taking 
off the town females who are diseased, to make 
foom for others^ more acceptable to the vile app^^ 
tites of wicked men."* Now, Sir, not to notice that 
this is equally an objection against the Hospitals in 
which the disease in question rec^vea a core, a^ well 
as the professiQnal gentlemen who perform it, I beg 
leave to observe, that, as th^ Penitentiary sdects those 
females who have been iq habits of prostitutioo 
but a short period^ and as the average of those now 
under its protection does not exceed eighteen years I 
it is evident, th94: as ihQ younger and, therefore, most 
enticing part of the dreadful aggregate is thu^i^movt 
ed, tlie general stimulus which you spe^ik pf, instead of 
being increased, is on the contrary materially dimit 
nishedl You observe also that ^' as far as the 
knowledge of the Penitentiary extends among men 
of abandoned characters, it will operate to make 

Vid^ your " Reply, Ac." f)p. 88, 89. 
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(hem dunkless o£ the crime<yf prostitation, undfeel 
JtBS remorse in the draadfol part they may, in future, 
take to contribute to its increase ;'' .you further insi- 
nuate liiat a ^^ better plan could not have- been de- 
vised to stifle their consciences !"♦ *You afterwards 
eaH thene abatidoned men ^^ mokstcrs of sin," 
and most disrespectiuUy assert that the friends of 
the Penitenrtiary are the " dupes" cf these " tkoH' 
liters.'' What, Sip, then is it possiMe to make sutfh 
men think U9S of thb crime of prostitution ? Atud is 
if necessary that a Penitentiary should be establish* 
ed in order to " stifle their consciences?'* liather, 
Sk^ if they have consciences T^ot yet stijkd, and aft 
iKK^uainted with die laudaUe efforts of that Insti tufion, 
will' it not, by an awfM effect of contrast, tend to make 
them think more seriously of the crime in question ; 
ftspe^ially when they perceive themselves basely em* 
ployed'in interacting tbe commendable laboiH? of a 
number of pious persons, who are associated for the 
express pur^se of rescuing those veiy female, whom 
those ^^ monster^ of ^^ are pki^ing deeper and deep* 
ir into vice, miseiy, and ruin? When, in the interval 
of noise and intemperance, this terrible accusation 
issues from their yet ^^unstifted'' c(KBcience% wffi 
they niDt, Sjr, *' feel'^ gr^^er instead of ^Uess re- 
mdn^'iii the dfea^ul pitrt they may in future taie 
to oontribi^ to its increase^' But, Sir, I irouki 
flee irom this loathsome and pestiferous sui^t as 

• Vide y^ur " Repfy, &c." p. S^, 
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from a conU^ioc], obgerving only, that in this pork of ^ 
your pamphlet, thfeie are imputations^ upcm t)tB 
founders and |npportm*s of the Penitentiary, so 
grossly foul and injurioos, conveyed in lai^age so 
perfecdy nauseous and <tisg)iisting, that I would hope,, 
for the credit of your character, you will expui^ 
them from a secimd edition oS it. 

But fuither, Sir^ admitting for the sake of ^rgu- 
ment^ what, however, it is imposftible for you to 
pitove, viz. t^t other fem^^ actually do take the 
places of those who are received into the Peniten* 
tiary, it is obvious tiiat your inference against tlas 
Institution proves far too mutb, and is therefore to- 
tally invalidated upon this ground also. !^— For if t^is 
be. a reason for suppressing the Penitentiary, it is a 
rMson equally for the subversion of all InsfituticHis^ 
and the prevention of every effort, the tendency of 
wiiichis tp mckim aad refpitn criminal paeons. 
Foi- surely nothing can be clearer than that th$ re- 
moval of those who are reclaimed^ bj/ whaH'oer 
meam tfds beeff^eciedy will make mare riom for 
others who may be more criminally disposed. But, 
Sir, in this case you are yoifrself invoived in the very 
charge which you have brou^t against- the Pemtad^ 
tiary, for you have^ in the most unqualified marnier, 
declared, that had the conductors o( this Institution 
adhered to what you call its ^^ prc^es^ed olgect," 
it shocdd have received from you ^^eoery encou* ' 
ragement which it might haw been ip your potver 
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to give it^"* Sir, I *have already shewn that there 
has been no real deviatiou from the original plan and 
design of the Institution ; and if, as you rashly a«n 
sert, there has beisn, stiU that deviation would not save 
you frQui this dilemma. In either case, the women 
rescued from vicious coiihses, would make roamjbr 
others J for it would be a mere quibble to suppose that 
the ^* professed object"" of the Penitentiary did not 
include the reformation of prostitutes, smce all its 
publications, from the very beginning, invariably der 
monstrate this to have been its main design ! It 
follows, therefore, that this declaration of your 
" Address^ is unfortunately not adapted to suit the 
argument^ of your ^^ Reply ;^ and thus, Sir, you are- 
ipyolved in an engagement to promote with '' alt 
your power i"" an Ihstitutiop, which according toyour 
opinion augments the evil which it was established to 
diminish, ** and i$ a most fatal violation of the laws 
of God and man !^ Thus, Sir^ it generally happens 
ivhen a writ^ f^ttempts to maintain any hypothesis 
which viplates the common reason and feelings of 
mankind. In ^pit^ qf the artifice by which he en- 
deavours to jimposp iipom hitpself, he still in reality 
reasons and leels like tliem. Under such circumstan-; 
ces it is, indeed, a difi^cuU tasik tp preserve consist 
tency. It requires a dexterity to which you. Sir, 
do not yet appear to have attained. In argument^ 
as in evidence^ when error or fidshood is to be sup* 

. , f Vide your " Addrcs?;, &c.* p. ^I, 
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|K>rted, a man is in perpetual duiger of convictiiig 
himself. 

Upon the whole then, Sir, it appears that I am 
entitled to the full benefit of my original calcula-* 
tion, viz. that society by means of the Penitentiary 
derives all the positive advantage resulting from se^^ 
venty reformed females, out of the hundred, whom 
you suppose to be received mto that Institution, and 
that the relapse of the remaining thirty into vice 
(if indeed. they can effect their retreat^ "the market 
(as you say) being overstocked r) can only be re- 
garded as a deduction from the whole aggregate 
amount of good, which the Penitentiary aimed Xo 
accomplish. To the sum oi moral good arising 
from the seventy females who are reformed, and 
^yho, according to the supposition, do not relapse, 
must be Added the individual and social benefit which 
may ultimately arise from the moral and religious im- 
pressions which are made by the Penitentiary upon 
the minds of those who do ! Nor m ust the negative 
advantage, which the community obtains, by meansi 
of tlie diminution of evil that necessarily results from 
the actual reform of every vicious character; be 
omitted in this statement And then. Sir, as to the 
eternal good that is obtained by those who become 
genuinely pious zvomen, and, which, through their 
instrumentality, may be communicated to others also^ . 
this infinitely and inconceivably transcends all the 
abstract calculations of mere temporary and social 
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kdvaiitage, and miut excite in the ttiipie|«dieed 
mind, nrfiich conten&plates it, not only a sentimeDt 
of .pleasing approbation, .but emotions, of elevated 
delight, gratitude and joy! 

' Having endeaTmiied to sbew, that all the aigu^ 
ments, by ^hidi you attempt to prove that the Pe* 
nitentiary will increaie the sum of prD^tntion, are 
totally unfounded, I diall now briefly consider what 
you say respecting the absolute increase of the evil 
subsequently to the establishment of the Magiakny 
ftc. and you will doubUess^ on a moment^s reflection, 
perceive, that thia question is perfi^tly distinct from 
the preceding one. It appeara, however, that, by a 
singular oon&skxi of ideas, you have blended them 
together, for you say ** it is incumbent upon the sup- 
porters of the Londpn Feniale Penitaitiary to show, 
that tlie numbers ofx»onien upen the TWn, have been 
reduc^din proper tion to the numbers taken into the 
Magdakn, and into the Edinburgh^ Bath, and 
Bristol Penitentiaries ;"* and then yop ask — '^ Has 
prostitution decreased ui proportion to the i»4^m- 
iitfa/^<»<M/efiSBetedbytheMagdaien?" "Hasthenum- 
ber of abandoned women decreased in Edinburgh^ 
Bristol or Bath^ since similar Institutions were 
established at those places?" To which questions 
you reply, ^^^uite the contrary!" Well, Sir, and 
what i& the inference? That the evil has been m- 
creased by these .Institutions? Or, that these In-* 
statutioDs liave net dminishsd the sum qi prostitu^ 



tifw^ iQ pn)fartioQ ta tiie mmmam iiiMucw»of f^ki^ 
dinduftl gOfKi" which tb«y have aecooiplished ? 
Carjtsiinly.QQty far.jM>tUag coh be^ciearer Aan thai; 
a real diminuticm of a particulaiii^ may be oflfected 
hy the.in4u0i¥:e of itwodial ImtitatiaQd, altiuNigb, 
finom tb^ wpoanled extent and violeooe of cx>iu»- 
teraotiDg caiws, entirely mdepmieoit of tfaoie 
InstitiittpQ$» the g^U may experimee an increase 
upon the mhaie. Thus as to fHrostkution, the ai^ 
^uie amount th^spwf xoM/y from the operatioa 49f 
<KH]Qt^rac$ipg ceiu^as, have increaaedi ^ce the foiHi^ 
d^^on oj^ t^ Magdalen Hwpiiaiy although, durk^ 
the same period, there has been aia actual dmiiiMitioii 
relatvv^ly t6 the particular services of that esta- 
blishment K you make the absolute increase of 
an evil, notwithfttaodiag the efiSect of ooanteracting 
Iwtitntioiis, a reason for abolishii^ thotte Institu^ 
tions, then, the increase of criminals in die metro* 
pdlift, ^otwltbstandJog. all that the civil authorities 
can effect, will be a r^ison for the deanolition of out ; 
cruninal* courts! If it be ^^ incumbent upon the 
supfKHiters. of the Peotteotiairy Jtoshow that die total 
numbers ol .women oi the 'Town have been re» 
dmed in proportion to the numbers tak^ into 
the abpve mentioned AsylumSy' befi»re the utility 
of that Institution osn be demonstrated ; then it is 
incumbent upon the criminal courts to i^ewv that 
the numbers of felons are decreased^ in proportuin 
to the n«ftnibe]:s imprisoned,^ tranapoited, or hanged, 
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h^ikm tbey cm prove it to be eonntenfr with tsaaoA 
policy to cany the laws mto execiiticNA-! I bdievff, 
• Sir, it will be perfectly satis&ctory to every candid 
mind tokpowy that actual good is done to society, by 
means of the influence of terror in the latter re- 
spect, -and by that of .mercy in the former, althou^ 
it may not be practicable in either to determine the 
' €[uaatom of evil produced, in the mean lafne, by the 
operation of powerfully counteracting causes. If 
the evil be still great, it is sufficient to say that it 
would. have been greater stilly had it not been for 
the salutary eflfects of terror in the one case, and of 
mercy in the odierv! 

. The counteracting causes, as they respect prosti^ 
tution^ which have operated more particularly of 
late years, are, perhaps, the augmentation and diffu^ 
sion of wealth, and the consequent increase of luxury 
and' dissipation — ^the mukiplicatibn of manu£fieto^ 
rics, in which the seises are imprudently associated 
together — the unprecedented state of the country in a 
military point of view— the relaxation of domestic 
order, discipline, and mamiers — the inordinate and 
&tal attention paid to dress and external accom^ 
plishments .in the education of females, to die exelu-' 
sion of solid and useful qualifications — the revolu- 

tionaj^.principles ofFrance, and the infidel doctrines 

' • • • 

of the new philosophy, which havedifiiised, more or 
less, among the various classes of the community, a 
$pidt c^ independence and insubordination, highly 
anfavourdble to the government of th6 passions, and 



^ whdasotne restraints (rf weli regulalM ikmHies^^ 
and still more immediately, the obstacles opposed 
to marriage by the extravagant habits of botib sexes^, 
the universal Advance of all th^ articles essential td 
subsistedce and accommodation, and the discourag-- 
kig and impoverishing efiect oi ti\e numerous {AiUic 
taxes. ^ You have, however, thought proper to over^* 
look all thes&con^iderations, and then to assert tha^ 
'^ so far from prostitution having decreased in pro- 
portion to the individuid good th^t has been efl^*- 
ed by the Magdalen : the picture ejphiUts d 
dreadful reverse /" This you say is tlie case " even 
nllomngfar the increase of population and other 
physical causes ^ which is as much as to say that 
the ^^ dreadfiil reversie" in the state of female prosti- 
tution, ^ich has occurred in thel metropolis during 
the last forty yecuB, is imputable to the Magdalen 
Hospital ! . To be sure; Sir, this is in perfect con^ 
formity to the maifi principle of your book, yet 
really Sir, when I consider the several moral causes 
of die increase of this evil; which I have just enume- 
rated, and which you have thought proper entirely 
to overtook, I feel an irresistible disposition to 
smile at thi^^ conceit It appeaijs to me, Sir, to 
bear a close «resembldnce to the amusing paradox 
of the Barrister, wha asti^ Evangelical preaching 
^ as the clause of the increase of felons, thieves, and 
pickpodfiets [ and may be pleasantly exposed by the 
anecdote/ of ''good old ia/iiwer,**^ which a very 



< • 



.74 , 

powerful anta^oiuit of the Barrister has so h^ 
pily employed agaiMt him.* Ye^ Sir, to impute 
this '' dreadftil reverse'' in the 9tate of female pro^ 
titution to the Magdalen Hospitaij is lo talk Ukf 
the old man of Kentf vfho thus replied to the ioi* 
qaky of Maister Moore, " I am an old mai^ Syr* 
(quod he) and I may remember the buildi^ oi 
Tsnterden Steeple, and I may repiemher ^bm 
there iivas no steeple at all there ; aad before that 
Tenterden steeple was. iu buildings there was no 
manner of speaking of any fl^es or sandes^ that 
stopped the haven, and therefore I think . tiiat 
T£NT:i;BPi:N st^^tlz is th£ cavse of the der 
stroking and decaying of Sandwieh Haven ! I /f 

Nay^ Sir» the Kentish mans idea is ^ least 
*^ absurd" of the two, for every one will s^r^y ad- 
mit the neutrality of Tenterden Steeple; but the 
Magdalen instead of b^ing ^' the cs^use of the dp- 
stroying BXid decaying" of female virtue^ has b^^o a 
real instrument of restoring thousands of auserable 
women to honest and uaefiil occupations in society ! 

From the facts and argmmeoite which I hijLve qpw 
laid before you, I think, ev^ry unprejudiced mjod 
must immediately perceive that the f^Uow^ig decla- 
ration has no just relevancy to the io^uence of the 
Female Penitentiary. " If the scriphirq? (you aay) 

• . . ■ • 

* See an excellent " Vindication of Evangelical preaching, 
in a Letter to a Barristery by Jo/tm Style*,*'' p. 158. 
t Vide Latimer's Semons, voL S, p. 26 i* Pitcher's editifMi* 



are the festilt of infinite wiadom, it is impossiU* 
lliat they can be found to recommend any systeol 
which' will ultimately increase the sum of moral 
evil.'^ This sentiment. Sir, I cordially approir^ 
and if you can demonstrate that the Penitentiary is 
^ of the essential nature of such a system, then cer- 
tainly it cannot stand on the faasb of Divine author 
rityy and must be disavowed of all by whom that 
aulfadrity is regpded. But, Sir, in ord«r to do this^ 
it is indispensibly necessaory that you should provei 
&^t, that the sum of moral evil is ^* ultimately^ m- 
creased by means of the Penitentiary; and, se- 
condly, that this supposed increase of moral evil is 
the result of the proper tendency and influence of 
this Institution, and not an effect of a perversion 
or abuse of it After what I have advanced alrea- 
dy in refutation of this objection, I need not repeat 
that you will in vain attempt to prove either of the 
above propositions. As to the former, so fax as it 
is a question of speculation and conjecture, depend- 
ing en the supposed prospectvoe operation di the 
Charity, and the subsequent injurious influence of 
the penitents, it is, in the nature of things, inipos* 
siUe to demonstrate it. The question is entirely be* 
yond the grasp and coibprehension o^ human intel: 
ligeace,. aad must therefore be incapable of any sa-* 
tisfactory proof from the partial evidence that hu** 
man observation and experience may supply. Bu^ 

s , • vide your « Reply/* &c. p. 9^. 
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80 far jEis it is a question of plain ^^ tangible'' lacts^ 
independent of those considerations, the evidence as 
M-e have seen, decidedly invalidates your statement 
As to the latter proposition, it is as clear as the 
sun, that the proper and immediate effects of the 
Institution are essentially beneficial ; and as to any 
incidental evils- which may arise fi'om an abuse or 
perversion of it (admitting that evils may so result) 
these cannot justly be ascribed to the Penitentiary^ 
as I have already repeatedly shewn, and, indeed^ 
as you yourself^ Sir, acknowledge, for you say, *^ to 
argue against any Institution from the abuse of it ^ 
is the MOST UNFAIR of ALL mcUiods of attack!"* 
As then tlie object ^ the means, and proper tenden^^ 
cy of the Female Penitentiary are unques* 
tionably good, and good also in the highest import 
of the term, it were contrary to reason and experi- 
ence, ancl a reflection upon ikhe moral Governor 
of the world, tp suppose that the ^^ ultimatf issue 
will not be good also. It is not, therefore, neces* 
sary to appeal to the excellence of the object, or to 
the good resulting from the Charity, in order to 
" sanctify the means'" which it employs, since, so 
far from being " morally wrongs** those means are 
both morally ^nd religiously right.1[ 
' It was natural to expect, that an Institution! of 
this description would soon ^nd resources in the 
charitable munificence of th^; metropolis, and ob* 

♦ Vide your « Reply, ^c," p. 5. f Ibid. p. 3?. ^ 
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tain, in a peculiar degree, the patronage and inp^ 
port of the religious worM. This expectation has 
been realized, and the supporters of tlie Penitent' 
tiary have done honour to their country, by acting 
on this occasion, in the true spirit of British and 
Christian benevolence. Yet, Sir, with singular 
falshood and illiberality, you have represented them 
as ^^passing by all the deserving and af- 
flicted POOR, in order to provide a comfortable 
Asylum for thdse who are, or who niay hereafter 
become prostitutes r* And is it possible that you 
should write this sentence, and be unconscious that 
you were about to publish to the wjbrld a most false 
and injurious assertion ?~ Pray Sir, if the supporters 
of the Penitentiary *^pass by all the deserving and 
i^icted poor^^ ytho are those who are chiefly dist 
tinguished for contributing to their relief? If a 
plan were formed, s^ccprding to your suggestion, 
*'for the purpose of relieving poor married wor 
men who. have familie?,''f where, Sir, do you imaT 
gin^ Ladies, disposed to carry it into'e^ct, would 
present themselves in such numbers, as among those 
very individuals whom you thus illiberally and pubr 
licly traduce ? Where are Ladies to hp found whp 
would enter into a plan of this sort with such alacrity 
and zeal, and prosecute it with such unwearied perse- 
verance, as those whom you thus involve in public 
^d uncjeserved censure ? Nay, Sir, have not m^y of 

•» tide your " Reply, &c.-p. 113.. t Ibid. p. 122. 
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tentiaiy, more good with less money, it is oply neces- 
8ary for me to observe^ that this lu^gument proves too 
much, for it follows from hence, (hat only one |cind 
of benevolence should be performed, * viz. that of 
which most good could be effected at the least ex^ 
pense. With respect to the $ums which have been 
expended on the Penitentiary, and which you repre^ 
sent as a misappUcatioq of the public libeirality, I 
deem it quite sufficient to cite your own words» 
which, for other obviotfs r^asotu also, are worthy 
of particular attention. ^' I am sensible (say you, 
speaking of the Penitentiary,) that many will insist 
ty)on the wisdom of its principle, because it affords 
that religious instruction which cannot he obtained 
in a worichouse; as well as on account of the 
good that has been done to some few reciaimed pe- 
nitents ; aad that these instances will be brought for- 
ward, as so many proofs of the Divine s^pprobatioUt 
I am fully aware, that the worth of one immortali 
soul, gained by its admittance into this asylum, 
^s of INFINITELY wore importance than tiie 
Ipregate of qli the trouble and ^xpensEj 

CAN POSSJBLY 3E TLAJD OUT UPON THIS In-. 

stitution!!"* 

It is extraordinary, Sir, that you should have er-^ 
ctusi'oely selected the particular Institution, of 
Ivhich you could thus speak so favourably, for. the 
object of your ridicule and hostility. Nor is th^ 

• Vide your *< Addresa, &c," p, 37^ 
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'manner m which you have attempted to justify this 
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preference much k$s ^xtmordinary. The Mug- 
dalen, it seems, rejects females in a didedeed state. 
The Penitentiary) on the contrary, propoaies to re- 
:ceive them, and for this ^Higned re^soia, that *^ as 
. it is in a state of distress and exigency that a penP* 
tent mind is chiefly to be expected, to refuse die 
baiefits of the Institution to persons in this con($-' 
tion, would be injuriously to circumscribe its utl- 
Kty."* This, Sir, is the first ground of your e^^du- 
&pe hostility ! Again, tlie Ptnitmtiary offers the 
penitents ^^ greater pecuniary rewards'* tlian the 
Mugdalen. The latter Institution it iseems '^ gives 
no more than one guinea to any woman,'' whilst 
> die Penitentiary proposes not only to place its re- 
claimed penitents^ ^^ in saf$ and respectable situa* 
litos," but "on receiving testimony of their good 
}behaviour, to shew iti i^probation by pecuniary 
-rewards^ to be ^ven at the tet-mlnation of each of 
the two or three first years^ subsequent to th^. 
•leaving the Inatitution."t Really, Sir, you must be a 
stnguiriurly acute metaphysician^^ thus to discern, 
with even aquiline sagacity, the precise d^ees of 
evil which are re^ctively plk^duced in tite mind of 
of a female by ** the guinea'' of the Magdaleri, 
and the periodical ^^reimrds"^ of the Peniten- 
iiary ! ! There must be, Sir, a most subtle nicety 
rin your voxis^ discriminations, to eisable you to dis- 

* Vi«}e Addre^ of the GominiUee, p. 14. 
t Vide your « Reply, &c." p. 20. t Ibid, p, JK). 
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cover in tliese two portions of supposed evil, an 
apology for the former , and a reason to justify your 
exclusive opposition to the latter Institution I ! 
But it seems, also, that the managers of the Peni^ 
tentiary deem it right to place the penitents "in 
safe and respectable situations,"' that is, as far. as 
possible out of the way of temptation and danger. 
And does the discreetness 'of this measure offend 
you, Sir? Are you then apprehensive, that, if die 
penitents are placed in safe and respectable sitoa- 
tions, your predictions will not h^ fulfilled ? Would 
you desire, Sir, in order to contribute to the ac- 
complishment of those predictions, that the JPeni- 
tentiary should promote the " relapse" of tlie peni- 
tents "iwlfo 'oice^'' by placing them in situations 
which are unsafe and no^ "respectable?"'! 

But you further state as reasons for your cvclu- 
sive opposition to the Penitentiary, that it is " taken 
up so strenuously hy the religious worldj advocat- 
ed so warmly by th§ host popular (evangelical) ^ 
preachers of the day, and carried on with that ife- 
gree of enthusiasm, which will secure it ample re^ 
sources,"* and encourage tlie erection of new similar 
Institutions. Aiid so, Sir, a Charity whicli comes 
recommended to you by the sanction of the religi- 
ous public^ and the ardent eloquence of evangelicai 
ministerSy and which bids fair for permanence, and 
extended utility, deserves, on these accounts^ to be 

* Vide your " Address, &c." p. 22. 



attacked witii peculiar and exclusit^e hostility ! Why 
really, Sir, I should have thought that these consi* 
derations would, with you at least, have been motives 
for a direct contrary conduct. , Pray, Sir, if a pub- 
lic Institution were to be promoted with an uncom- 
mon degree of enthusiasm by the more deprived 
classes of the community^ would you deem that 
circumstance, I do not say an auspicious signal of 
its beneficidl tendency, but a reason for select^ 
ing it as the' ejeclusive object of your preference !. 
Surely not Why then should not ^^ sjanction of 
the religious public he regarded, at least, as a pre- 
sumptive evidence, that the Penitentiary is founded 
upon a just and beneficial principle, and as fur-* 
nishing a reason against your eMlusive hostility, as 
well as a motive for " waiting Ae result of the ea^ 
periment,^ which yoo hay^ thought proper to term 
^^ an hazardous one?" 

But before I quit this subject, t wish to notice, 
"in a very pointed manner,'' the flagrant injustice, 
of which you are guilty as to the regards given by 
the Penitentiary ; and I think. Sir, yoii will allow 
that hst^ is good ground for a suspicion, that your 
opposition to this Charity has been prompted by 
scHnething more than a simple diss^prov^ of its 
principles, or even a dread of its supposed evil con- 
sequences. In your first pamphlet you have several 
times insmuated that the rewards in question, are 90 

* Vi<leyowr"Rep!y,&c.'' p. 77. • 
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Hiany *^ premrams for vice," wbSrt in ^foiir ^'R^pfy,'' 
you literally chai^ the Pemtenliaiy with the gioilt of 
so criminal an expedient,* and you do this Doiwitb« 
standing you had been repeatedly told that, so 
fiur from being ^'promiums for crimes, they were 
testimonies of approbation^ to those whose gmfd 
behaviour is properly authentioataL''1[ But let 
us now see in what mann<$r you reptoent the pe^ 
cuniary rervards given by the Magdalen ! ^^The 
governors of this Institution (you say) never pio* 
mise, nor give more than one guinea to any wo* 
man as an encouragement for her good hehavumr 
in seroitude ! ''% Sir^ can you read yom* own 
declaration, and not instantly feel, self'^nvicted^ 
What then! are the pecuniary presents . given by 
the Magdalen^ ^^ encouragements for good h Aw* 
viourf"" and those given by the Penitendiuy '^ pre^ 
miumsfor vice " / / / § What Sir ! Is there no par- 
tiality here? Is there no injustice? Is there no« 
thing whitsh casts* a cloud of suspicion upon your 
xnotives? Is there nothing which maites your ei« 
elusive hostility agaiuM the Penitentiary appear in a 
did^nourable light? Is this Sir, another spedmen 
c^f your ideas upon the subject of ^' distributifpef* 
justice f Never, surely was ai^ writer so much expoa* 
ed t<> the just sev^ty of critical <:hasl3sem^it as yoii 
^ir! But I wiir spare you notwithstanding, and 

' ♦ Videyotnr** Reply,*' &c. p. 
t Vide Remonstrant, p. 17* - 
J Vide your •* Reply, dec." p. 50, . § Ibid. p. 9. 



«))i^rUk.a tiopQ, ftfter all^ that tiMse trts^^ssei^ 
we iess tibpiitaUe to yow heart tl^an to. your un^ 
der^tcmdmg^ Aa,. howeter, yoa have (iius inadvert- 
ently gfwtcd ill that I can wish to esteblish tipon 
^m pointy vis. that pecuniary rewards^ may be given 
tajSie^tV^Jlta "tf^ encauragemMt for ^^r ^aoi 
AeAtf vtpuf in ierditjmk r theie cao be no necessity 
for n^y eoteikig iate. the queirticm vri:iether or not the 
priopoad oi trewanis be a Wise and l^itimate me^ 
tbod of exeiting moral emukdcm. I shall^ thei^e* 
foci^ odpteat inyodif jaaerely mtli observing, that /Ae 
primiph. ba» been sancticmed) not only by the com" 
inon x&mxk and universal practice of all ages, but 
also by the ordinations of the Divine economy itself 
under h^&i the Jeiwish and Christian dispensations; 
You say that all your antagonists have called 
upon you foe actual preof^oi the ^^ dangerous ten- 
dency" oi tiie Pemtentkiry, and you tell Dr. Haoh 
ktr.^kmX a ppsitioa which requiies such proof to 
^- sutotaatiate the d^mrjge of dangerous tendency is 
wholly untenable l"^ Y(Ai further observe, that as 
we. ^^ are aUowed to reason from analogy ^ it is ob^ 
viQi^ tiiat to wmt for the ^^ rauU of the ekperi^. 
meD^" is not necessary to the forming a ri^ judg^ 
nomtofthe tendmcy fif ike Penitentiary !f^ And 
pi'fty, $ifi what in this case is the ** analogy frmn^ 
which xn^ are aih^ed to reason f^ Is it not to 
be found in the tendency and effects of the Mag« 



* Vids your^' Reply, &c.*' p. 7*. 
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dakn^ and sooh like establislmieQts? It is v^ troe 
.that ^^ if penal laws were abolished, society woidd 
be totally subvertedT dod that if *f domeitic Hxi- 
pline b n^ected, disobedience wfll foUow as. the 
natural result:" but what has aU this to do.witfi 
. the subject? These goaeral, and, in ^eottdves, very 
very just^ observaticMis may ^ugfj^ analogies to poli- 
ticians in the government 6f statesy^ and to parents 
in the management of . their families^ btrt tbiey mg" 
'gest no analogy f which can authorize a condus»on 
that the tendency of the Penitentiary is a dangerous 
one. If this Institution be coondered as a repetition 
of those '' experiments upon human nature^^ wbieb 
Imve ah*cady been made by the Magdalen Hospitd, 
and by Institutions of a similar nature, Ihen titose 
establishments furnish the o^hY ^^ analogy from 
which %ce are allowed to reasonJ^ But if you re- 
gard the Penitentiary as an original and ea^clusiive 
^* experiment upon human nature,*' (and this is 
what you assert it to be**) then it is evident that-no 
analogy from which we can be allowed to reason 
existe, and, therefore, if the tendency of the Peni* 
tentiary can be proved only % analogy; then it Mr 
lows, notwithstanding your assertion to the contrary, 
that it is ^^ necessary to the |;>rming a right judg- 
ment x^^v% to tl^t tendency, to wait forthe r^ 
stUt of the ^xperimebft It is scarcely necessary 
for ipe to add here, that. so far as the Magdalen^ 
&c. furnish the analogy, then the evidence is all in 

• Vide your " R^ply, &c,*' p. 45. t Ibid. p. 77* 



^£vdm of the renitentiary, aiid agkihst the '^&ii- 
gerous ieftdendy ;" and if the Penitentiary be re- 
gaitied as an xyriginal ^^ experiiiient oa human na* 
ture,"* titen, as the process hitherto 1ms been aiN 
spicious, the evidence of its utifity may be found in 
tlie authentic records of the Charity itself, which I. 
tttidenitand, Sir, you have not yet itoflimoned coq« 
rage toi examine. 

But, Sir, I should not only mortify but fatigue you, 
were I to expose all the fiillacious assertions of your 
*^Re{rfy,'' There is, indeed, scarcely a paragraph iii 
It, which does not- contain some mistake more or less 
egregious ; so that it will be more necessary than 
ever, that you should fortify your confidence by the 
sentiments of otiiers. There is some dangeir, how- 
ever; lest the apprabbtion of your admirers should 
transpbrt you into-new difficulties, for you appear to 
regard it as an absolute test of truth ! You seem 
to liiink, ^t it would be an extraordinary pheno- 
mehoii if you should be in error, because several 
rearthy and respectabie individuials are of your 
opinion) and, accordingly ask, with singular abtite- 
ness land knowledge of iiie world, " Hozv is it if 
I am wrong that so many great and^ good men 
agree with me?^ Sir, I will relieve you in this pei^ 
piexiiy; Because ^^ great and good men^'^are not 
infdUibte I Besides^ Sir, eve^ ote is not quaU- 
iied to determine what men are good and great / 

• Vide your " R^ly, &C.'' p. 7. 
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. itmw past on |o iiDtios the spirit m which yo^ 
have ccN»iQQi«dl*90iif hottiUty agaimt the FeaileiH 
tiaxy. It hw^^^rte ma h«ked» Sir, leal Gonoem tai 
obaerW) in boih ywr paaapbletS) no/ the calm uiA 
4is|paa«ionatetcNAe^ainmn^ wha, ntberaodeitexr 
•^rciaa af a;«tiiooa eneigy^ 19 aoxkwis ta fvoaoalie 
the aiMttocirtkm of social aiofala; bal; rather a tio^ 
per too much resemUiog that of a mortifiad and ea* 
aapm-ated ok^acter. Ceiaeidariag, Sir, that yaw 
fleotiiaento. wwa aenoosiced aa those of 4» indKei'Afe/ 
only,* and that these seatioieots w«re rep^gnaat to 
the feehng^ of serieua christwoa ia ganecal, and to 
tho^e ef the commietty at hu^ it cectainly waa ie^ 
eiimbent uipan you to statoxthem to the pubhq witb 
pecuUaf modesty aed. diffidenoap For Ibe saaoe 
KHsoQB it behoved you, also, to pvepape your miod 
tar oppottuo^ and much more ibr a rafiisal, on die 
pairt ctf others, to< adof>t theai, oc te jpie them theaa 
drculatioii winch yen mifj^ raqiwa And, insfeead 
ef maailestiDg reseotxaeoli a^nst ^osa adio counter* 
aded your wishes io Idbeae respects^ you jdiould fa- 
ther have eommauded the oaatiei^ whidi induoad 
Iheoa to fe&se their ceualaDaoce t& a/rieMiMe ^n^ 
#M/e/iMi> the evident designiaf which waa to suiwpt 
an lasl^ttea oS solid, pvactioal good. What? i| 
Mil^bieaMMiably hai^e heeaesked-^^ What are theee 

•« <*Ifetl^att8^>in^JaaM(MKetkaCt9iftm)dfaw»be€nM 
I b«va atta^^ t^ {idaci^le af ^^ iM^tHtion wkioh M tbk 
very time, is the most popular with christians of every denmni* 
mtkm!' Vide yoiiir ^' Adchets, &€/* p» 



•a UBmodiate cktemce to the opkiMMi >o£ Mr. Hid6 

ufMioany questicBiy much mose upo&oae, ccMiemnng 

mhachy scarcely Ji diswntieiit viMe is^ heaord in ai^ 

part of iba ]iialro]fk3lis? Beside^ Sir^ whn it is 

cowadcred ttMtt lbs indiYidiialdwlio omduct^ fntro* 

QiflQ^ and: tupport tlia IiulatulxoKi which- yoo hwe 

thiisiifkpoaed/ aie peisops iiriicHn ymi ado^ 

IKifsass a respeetabifityi of the hi^est kmd, and 

tbak tfidy woe proeecii^iig aA-^actiiinvsiwll^ial^ 

lowed to be faenevoltn^ the display of such a spiiit 

appeara iiuri!« pecaUwrl j^ vepidieiisibte^ I think, Saiv 

kk impossible fbrj^Mi to Dead yotir own piiUicar 

tiQiis^ aed not be^convinead dial; they have a lOMkaiief 

to cast andi^served odhasi upon die masiageis and 

s»pponers of the Penifeeatiafy^ as wieU as upoK the 

ctmductCM ci tiia^ Mvan^eikai Mttgamne. . CoMi'* 

desmgy Sky what the chainctev. andintf ueace of these 

piivkkiala are, and in .iKhatii»n»^ you h^ve troatri 

ed .them^ it suardyvery .ilLbeeaa^ you to aceuse me 

of 'Spatting weapans into the haiMfe of ttie JBSarria^ 

tir/' mem mi^ifposm^ that I were ju8tly< exposed 

to diacfaai^; an^X am not at att surpfised Itekt; 

eiRan whe» writing yow first pamphlet, you* had 

rm^ed by mamf wheoi' you love and estocw^*^ 
T4» me^ Si?) i^a|)fiea«s, sffiaej? the most impartial and 
temperate consideratkm of yow condi]^ 

*^ Vide your ^f^Adarewj fcc.*^ p» 67. * 




bttw kmm M duply ouxilifiMl by the opporittoa 
ufaich your aeatkDeQts.have met with from' some^ w 
you have bem inowtioatdy dated by the appniba^ 
lion which they have recmved fron otherg. It 19 
by advertiDg, perhaps^ to the irrilatioD of yov fed* 
io^ which that opposition may have exdted, that we 
may be able to acooukit for die uagnicioas spirit and' 
mattti^ wluch are so consptGueus m your publica- 
tions. And here, also, I am inclined to believe we 
shall discover the real cause of your exclusive bosti-* 
Kty against thte PenitentiBry--<>f your heaping upon 
the supporters of that Institution only, all the odiom 
of what you, yoursdf, assert to be. an error unrver^ 
sally adopted — of your refusing to imitate Ihe cAb^ 
ness of the philosopher, and the meekness (tf- die 
christian, in a temperate discussion oi the abstract 
principle — ^but preferrii^ rather to conduct the at- 
attack in such a manner, as would ^naUe you toan-< 
Boy persons, whikt you were attacking principles } 
and to excite a prejudice agamst a multitude of "tbcf 
most exemplary chanicteis, of both sMes, which the 
metropolis contains. Now, Sir, I appeal ta yourself 
whether it would not have been the more prudent 
and honoumble course, to have discussed the ab^ 
stract principle and general policy of Penitential 
ries, independently of all' particular charities whai* 
ever. Your arguments, in this can^ would have 
beafi entitled to more respect, and have received, 
perhaps, a more dispassionate examination. For 



whatever Aefact may Ae, tkey woidd atteast^ have 
appeared to proceed from a writer^ whose mind nvs 
not inflamed by res^Btmeot^ and wbpse. motives 
were not liable to suspicion. 
- I son fullyseosiUe of your having repeatedly de-; 
dared, your conviction, that the supporters of the 
Penitentiary are actuated, by the ^^ purest inten^ 
tiam."^ I am aware, also, that you have done oc* 
c^si o nal homage to the excdlenqe of their general 
character. This is all very true, bat dien it only 
aggravates , your &ult The sentiments which; you 
thus .entertained in their favour , ought to have in- 
duced you to repress that spirit, and to eicpunge 
those, piussages which render your books so highly 
r^rehensible. Some of these passages I have al- 
ready noticed. But as I am dbposed to spare your 
feelings, I shall, at present, content myself w^h a g^« 
aeral allusion to the others. I hope, Sir, that you 
will not make it necessary for me to lay them all 
before the public, accompanied b^ that just severity 
of animadversion which they so loudly demand. I 
tun,, indeed, pei^uaded that, in every point of 
view, it will be your truest wisd(xn to court obscu* 
rity. I say not . this, Sir, from any apprehension 
coooeming the solidity of the gjnound on which I 
standi being more aqd more firmly convince that 
it is as. firm as a, rock. The main points, howr 
ever, in the discussion, being now before the public^ 
I presuDoe that the final determination of thereon* 



troversy may' saMy be refisrred to ifs Hiimnak 
Should the verdict be giv^i against you, perhaps^ 
Sir, the following consideration may yield you some 
relief. As your pamphlets have met with die ap^ 
probation of '^many reverend gendemen whose ma- 
tured judgments stamp a venertittion upon tiidf 
opinions"* you can suffer litde in your reputation by 
having adopted an hypothesis which has received 
die venerable sanction of such characters — ^whilst 
you will still retain die credit of having controqled 
, their '^matured judgments" by the imposing and 
forcible manner in which you have treated a sub^ 
ject in itself untenable. 

That it IS untenable I hope, Sir, both you and 
the public will be thorouji^y convinced by the ar-^ 
guments of these pages — ^arguments whidbi owe dieir 
force less to the ability of the writer, than to die 
strength of the cause which he has defended. I 
have ^ewn, I think, to the entire satisfaction of every 
candid and unprejudiced mind, that your represent 
tations arefalse^ your statements incorrect^ and 
yowt principles fundamentally and radically errth 
neous. I have endeavoured to meet your arguments 
fully, and to examine them impartially, and I tin 
not conscious that the slightest tincture of male^ 
volent asperity has mingled widi my animadversions. 
Whether, therefore, you acknowledge, me to be a 

• * Vide ywxt *• fteply, tc." p. 6. 
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toccessful adversary or nbt^ I, at least, hope Aat 
you will esteem me to be an honourable one. 
. But whatever may be my own opinion of the ar- 
guments of this Letter, the little acquaintance that 
I have with human nature will not permit me to en 
tertain any very sanguine expectations of their effect 
upon your mind. I know something of the force of 
jlffgudice and' prepossession, and can form a tole- 
ml^ idea of the strength of the armour in which 
you,. Sir, are inciEused. .The opinions which you 
have propagated are, to a certain extent, exciu* 
lively your otcn. You have asserted them mt^i 
confidence. You have published them to the world. 
You have repeatedly affirmed that they are inca- 
pable of refutation. You have boasted of victoiy. 
You have faoeld your antagonists at defiance ! It 
would be unreasonable. Sir, to expect that yoti 
^ould burst all these bands without oft-repeated 
aikl long^continued struggles ! .^ 

, But I canpot conclude this Letter without turn- 
io^ your attention to a ccmsideration of very so* 
lemn and momentous import. !|^ray Sir, have you 
«ver retired and considered thus with yourself^ 
- What will be the consequences of my success f 
Perhaps I may be deceived by the speciousness of 
my opmbns. My juc^ment, like the judgments of 
other men, is fallible. I may be in an error. The 
plans of the Penitentiary may ultimately prove as 
beneficial as the intentions of its supporters are 
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paie. It b'wise to be on the safe side. Should 
my atfeanpts prove fatally successful, ev^i my 
own views may change. Shall I be able to 
bear my own reBections should such events occur? 
May they not inflict many a severe pang upon my 
heart? May they not disturb die tranquillity of 
many, otherwise, peaceful hours, and cast even a 
cloud upon the closing s0ene of my life ?— If audi 
thought^ as these hg:ve occurred to you, they seem 
^ir^ to havQ made but a slight impression upon- 
your mind, for ypu say, " the more I reflect upon 
the subjeqt, the more I am convinced of the truth 
of the septimwts I ha^e advanced, and if I am 
not much dleceh^di it will afford me peculiar sati^ 
£ELction to . the latest period of my existence tl^at I 
have been the instrument of warning the puiplic 
ftgainst the baneful influence of tlie Penitentiaiy." * 
Indeed, Sir ! and wpuld it tlien give you ^'^ecK^Kar 
satisfiBtction"" upon a dying Mf that you ^^had 
been the Instrument** of " shutting the gates 
of mercy'' upon muititudea of your perishing £^1*^ 
Ipw.-cr^a^res ; that you had fatally interposed to 
prevent . the^* rescue frpm vice, and blocked up an 
avenue through which thf;y might have returned 
to a condition of honest aftd virtuous life ? Would 
it in that awful hour, when both the preceptipn 
l^nd sensibility of the conscience may be inconceiv^ 
{tbly quickened, and eternity is opening upon you< — 

♦ Vide your " Reply, &c" p. 6. 
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would it tkwjgm yoQ ^^pemtmr MdsSsmoivP that 
you had been ^.^the Instrument^* ef sutpf^essiftg 
fin AsyluQQ, where imiltitudes of perislaQg femttles 
might have heard the soimd of that gos|)eI, hj 
meaos of which, ^fornicators of Coa i k t h "* be- 
came holy members of a christian church? Would it 
at that solemn period give you ^*pecw/iar satisfaction'^ 
that you had diminished' the joy of *^ the $inge)s ia 
heaven'' who* rejoice " over one sinner that repent- 
ptb naore than ovei? ninety and nine just persons P'' 
Wpul(lypu congratulate yourself ^Ae;i, Sir, that, had 
it not been for ypur ^' misguided zear and baneful 
interposition, hundreds, yea thou^nds, of finally 
ruined females might have been celebrating with the 
Harlot of Nai% the riches of that ^ce,f- the 
virtue of that blood, j; and the efficacy of that 
power, \ by which the ^^ chief of signers" may be 
restored to religioq, to holing, md to God ? No, 
Sir, it is utterly impossible — ^and the misgiving 
of heart, which you even iigw betray, by the word9 
^^if I am npt ymch, deceivedy^^ is anoiAinous 
prognostic of the emotions with which, at that awful 
{season, ypu would contemplate the fatal success of 
your attempt ! You would then wish, Sir, that wrir 
tings of such a " dangerous tendency^ ^ yours, 
were buried in the ''Vault of the Capt^ts/" or 
any other vaults that m^t for ever entomb them 

♦ Vide 1 Cor. vi. 9, 10, 11, t Ep^iw- M» 7. 

I 1 John i; 7. 5 Ephes. i, 19. H Vide your « Reply,** p. 6. 
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jn oUiviqiH^bilst your '^ otdy consoIatioQs'^ mi^ 
be, that, altbougb your ^^^eal" was '^ midguided>" 
your ndotiv^ were good, and that you were not out 
of the reach of tiuit j^kcy from which you had 
been " THE ivsAumkSt'* of excluding others! * « 

I remain^ * ♦ • 

With sentimentj^ of sincere esteem^ 

Sir, 

Your obedient humble S«rvant» 

G. flODSOJf, 

Fentonville, 2£d Aognrt, I809. 



♦ Vide your f* Reply, &c.'' p. 105, 
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MY DEAR SIR, - 

Having leamt that yoa are preparing for the Press a few 
strictures oa Mr; Hale's ** repfy to the pamphlets laitltf pubU$hei 
m defence of the London Female Penitentiary^ I submit to your 
consideration and disposal tibe following cursory thoughts oa 
that Gentleoian's ^^ application of the parochial laws/' which 
constitutes a striking and prominent feature.in this cootrov^sy^ 
I abstain from offering ynxk any obsenrations on the other parts 
of Mr* Hale's reply, as I have no desire either to anticipate 
your own remarks^ or to increase the number of separate puUip 
cations respecting the Penitentiary; besides which, I do not f^ 
inyself particularly caBed upon to notice any portioa of Mr. 
Hale's rejoinderi except that which, (in opposition to rae,) h^ 
has been pleased to boast of, as dearly sanctioned and proved 
by the statutes, as well as by the daily practice of our police 
magistrates! 

'< Now here," says be, << we are fairly at issue. I will pro- 
duce my proofs, and the public wiU form their own.opiaion. I 
AGAiv declare, that the whole oi what I advanced upoa this 
head, \a, clearly laid down in our parochial laws, and daily acted 
upon in our courts of justice. Among the various answers that 
appeared to my pamphlet, there was only one gendenan who 
attempted to dispute the universal application of the parochial 
laws, as I had laid them down : they aU begged the question, 

* I understand that Mr. Blair is preparing a work for the press, ill 
frhich tbb part of his subject will be handled more at fauige : vis. 

^ On the means* of preventing female prostitution and indigenc<^ 
with remarks on the management of parochial workhouses, and on 
the application of the poor laws for the relief, employment, and pro- 
tection of necessitous young women.'' — O. H. ] 
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or admitted the fact, except Ma. Blair. This gentlemaTi 
cannot be rapposed to possess much information upon the sub- 
ject, as his profession has always exonerated bim from procur- 
ipg that knowledge which can oAly be acquired by practical 
observation. From this circumstance alone, Mr. Blair was,^ 
of all others; the most unfit to dispute the point; and his 
TOTAL iGNORAKCB of parish busioess can only be exceeded by 
the ostentations manner in which he has made it known. 
Ht>wever, this gentleman, with a vanity pefsuliar to himself has 
given a flat denial to the whole of what 1 advanced on t}iis 
head ! The laws, with respect lo the jnvmpt admusion of the 
most despicable characters into the <\yorkhoase, is so clear and 
explicit, that it has never been doubted by any who have pe- 
' rused the statutes, or had the least experience in parochial 
aflkirs. Now against this weight of evidence" (Mr. Hale asks, 
after prodbcing his proofs) '' what has Mr. Blair to offer in sup- 
port of bis opinion ? He has, to be sure, in a very dogmatical 
' manner, declared that I am wrong; but he has not supported 
his assertions by any legal evidence, nor has he referred to one 
single statute in their defence.'' 

*^ I conceive it to be a oiatter of considerable importance, 
for the public to be correctly informed, that no woman, how- 
ever desperate her character, is under the necessity pf continu- 
ing in prostitution 9L^gle how^ to procure her daily support; 
and that all the appeals to the passions in &vourof the Female 
Penitentiary, stating an opposite sentiment, are founded upon 
erroneous notions. — IVorkhcuscs afford a prompt admission to 
ehertf female who has deviated fruui the paths of virtue, as well 
as- to the detestable prostitute; and, if the religious world will 
t>ut do their duty. Workhouses would no longer be what they 
'have represented them; and which, to their shame be it 
spoken, pan be traced to their flagrant neglect. — I shewed that 
vo on^ t» coippelled to continue in prostitution a single 
HOUR, for a maintenance; because the law provides instant 
RELtxr, fpr ^ those who are destitute of the lawful means to 
procure' their SQp|K>rt.-^As it respects parochial concerns, the 
legislature has manifested consuxpmate wisdom ip this branch of 
political economy ; aqd the advocates of the Penitentiary ought 



to be ashamed of their conduct, in attemptiiig to justify the iie^ 
cessity of that asylum, under the too common^ t)iough milti^en 
plea, that our statutes are inadequate to 'lessen the sum of 
prostitution. — In all their actresses to the public, recommend-* 
ing this asylum, they have made appeals- to the passions, by re* 
presenting prostitutes as being detained in that awful state by 
a horrid hecessity, from which they had bo probable, no possi-^ 
ble retreat; and as longing to escape fron a life-of su^h in&« 
n?y, whilst, nevertheless, they- were constrained to pursue it for 
their daily support. These assertions, are all founded it^error} 
and I have NOW FULLY PROVED that no one is under, the 
necessity to continue in prostitatioo a- single hour to procure Iter 
daily support:, consequently this appeal in favour of the ^eni« 
tentiary falls to the ground. — From this view of the subj^t^ 
many who before approved of the Female Penitentiafyy because 
they thought the wretched prostitutes were obliged to continue 
their in&mous career, or perish in the streets, were- now con-, 
vinced of the improprki^ ofestabUshmg that Institution" 

1 have thus distiuctly and unequivocally brought forward the 
exact sentiments of Mr. Hale, collected from ditlsreqt parts of 
this '' Reply,'' to demonstrate thepreciee nature and hearing of 
his argument. , It was necessar}^ to do so, although aC the risk 
of tiring you with repetitions; because he coipplains (without 
reason, I think) of having been formerly '* exhibited to the pulf* 
licy 08 mying what he never smd^ and asMcrting principles the very 
opposite to what he felt ^'^ p* 6. 1 next shall proceed to adduce 
some of his ^* evidences'' in support of these observations^ con- 
tained between the 24ith and 41st ps^es of his '< Reply*" 

At the conclusion I hope it will appear, that ^^ he is deceived 

by his own vain opinion, and that an evil suspicion halh.pver- 

thrown his judgmetit.'* £lcclus. iii. 24. Far, be ^ from me. to 

accuse him of any base motives in pervertiiig the. truth;, but I 

cert^nly think the discerning public will not give to ^t. Hale 

ALL the credit which he arrogates to himself, ibc superior 

knowledge of th(! parochialJaws, and of their daily appliostipa 

among parish officers^ &c. Even if it were true that the laws 

themselves authorize and require ^^ prompt admission" to eveiy 

applicant at the Wqrkhouses, Mr. Hale ought to have provtd 
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ifidigeiil womem applymg were attua&if admitted 
eat hcwJBtioB or <toley» in crder to establish bis aaaerdona ; nay 
Hiotey he eog^t to have riiewn tb&t loose females received into 
WoriJHWses are gmtroMy (irotected, instractedy trained to 
habits of industry, and sent oat better members of society than 
they were beferetheir admission : Ibr, unless this be really the 
faet, it is not worth disputing about, whether they' be or be 
not << pmmptly^ raeeived into these «< NURSERIES and 
SCHOOLS OF VICE,'' as Mr. Colquhooo (in his treatise on 
Indigenoe, pp. !2S6, 270.) deservedly names them ! 
' If in any part of my former answer to Mr. Hale, it shodd 
lippear to impartial jndges, that I have treated him with undue 
severity, or used language not becoming a gentleman, for this I. 
most sincerely beg his pardon : but, I trust Sir, that the surmises 
and ehaiges df the author on these points are ill founded; especi- 
ally, as he does not indistinct terms allude to the offensive pas- 
siges'cotttaiaed in my pamphlet, which he calls — ^ dogmaticar 
— ** ostentetioos''-^'' illiberal*'— •« vindictive"— ^«* acrimonious" 
i— >*cfuer—** unjust*— •* low abose^~and « calumny." I shall 
not, itt^-elttm, bring toy such '* railing accusations" against him ; 
and most ardently do I wish, that none of the writers in so 
eharitable a cause may ** forget the common tfeceudes and mm^ 
ner$ ofekrMoMS or gentlemen^" agreeably to what I suggested 
in my late defence of the Penitentiary, p. 6. 
> Lei me now re-call your attention to Mr. Hale% ^ evidsv- 
eis" and *< 1^00 vs.'' He says, p. t24, ''To the assertion" of the 
friends of this Institntion, ** that midtitudes whose hearts revolt- 
ed at the ^leadftd necessity of continuing^ in prostitation, were 
caostrained to pursue it for their daily support — t replied by de- 
dbriiig that tiiere vras no necessity for any one woman, however 
desperate her character, to continue in prostitution a single 
hour to procure her dafly support, i explained this by observe 
ing, that-in every parbh within the bills of mortality, there is 
a Workhonsei or some sort of apartment that answers the same 
yirpose;.THa desiok of which is to afford a PAOMFt 

ADHiaStOV, AHD TH17S FROVIDS FOR THE nTMEDlATS W^AHTS 
OF AtL WHO ARE DESTmrTE OF THE LAWFVX MEAVS TO PRO- 
kfrn VHEIR BAIIrT BREAD.'' 



:Ti> Uiit Md dedai^oB of Mr; iUb cawenuligtla ** de« 
ftgnf' ^f Workkouws, I reply, 7iv£co«kli»ertotfaft'««:dMigii'* 
dfp«rllttment in cgtablithing^ WoiMwpteB^ ndyth atoort tway 
body- might know «a» totaQy invractifinbk; and abtuni ' if 
aU -thoae who «oiild iwt «* procam dayy^^bfcad" by.iais and re-* 
patabl^ ffieans^ were imemied mad xeqairaid by thOtlcgiiiatOM^ 
t^ be adflHtled <* pfompll/' into WorkboaBer, fiar aheir ^' imiaei 
diate" rdief and mainteoantie; then, r|iiiiiainu, Ihaae' leoep* 
laideB- fiiioald have been. built latgie eoou^ to cotttidn ^ soch 
necessitous p^^eas, who migbt fknaibfy seek for admisaioaj' 
Bat, withoat speakkigbf' the tens of tboMaada of .calpritB^ t»* 
grahlSy and.' servants* destitato ef work, who oa .tfais pliiinjd# 
Alight claim adtmsskin ; I ask if half^ or even'onfe fooitbof the an** 
happy fefnalet infestbg the streets of Loadan^ ooobi|ieestbiytb# 
received in addition to the other pauperaf Waa that the ^^de* 
sign" of Wdrkhouses which, if it had eateied into the cooteOH 
platibn of the founders of. them, they knew aaaaredly.coHM 
never be carried into efl^t^ How many people ean aetuaUy 
tod banafide be crowded together in the London Werkhonaeel 

IVb^i tfaey lie three in a bed, as is comnMin .during wintet^ 
barely 17,000 adulta and children can be thaa aceaaBodaited.io 
above sixty Workhouses belonging to this metropo}i8..-^Accoi9dinf 
to the parliamentary returns ef 1803^ itapptiara thaft^B6,lf20 
poor persons were relieved that year in Lnndont oat of a.populaff 
tion, cohfmmably to the retumi of IftOi, amonntivg to tfif^Mir 
individoab. Of these 86,1^ paupers, there were 14^746 lodged 
and maintained in the Workbooaies, atan expenoe ef^l4» >89« 
S^d. per head for the yestr; and also 21,877 relieved enl of the 
Workhouses, at the xnedefatochaa^o£ about ^fl. liti eaahr 
person per annum $ ' besidet whom> Sd,.187 ware relieved pispaai^ 
onidly, at an expenoe ef ^1. d; k|id l$,diO mere reeetved>aid 
to the amoant of twa sfaiiknga caeh, et exAra^paaishionen^ ftol^ 
posed to be vagrants. See iheReiumef pniated m'L804» 
' ' Now, Sir, it is evident that i^ >»hen Iba Workhouses are too 
iUl, onfy 17,000 canpoBsft)ly be received, <«id of tius Hwnbaf 
nearly half are uader finirteen years of age,) it eouM never have 
been the original "* design'' &8 ft most dertaifnly ia net (hepraaabt 
practice^ to, adn^it ^paupers v(ho applj^. It is ^queDy aAqnflij| 



Intabky ** durt iMMigr thcwwmj cases'^ MuiMUy f' ocauff where 
half fijiwialwd luiiilies cannot obtain an Asylom in their, pariah 
Wflrkhontey^ wmi of room; and tliat Che profiortion ofthoae 
%^bo ara irelieired at th^ir own dveilingp, is naailj your to one 
Hence it foUovs, as a dear proposition^ that there ever has 
been, imdalwat^ mmt be^ a Teiy jarge proportion of tbe poor of 
the metropoiis who^ean derive no benefit from the maJfttfuanoe 
affurded in thoipanah Workhooss/'* 

. Fr^ the above statement of facU, whichl defy Mr. Hale 
to invahdats, yon vrill plainly see that the existi^ houses of in- 
dustry -neither, were, nor ever can be, considered as receptacks 
for all .the poor who may, desire to cast themselves open tbe pa- 
rishes to which they, belong; and moreover, that if every help*- 
Isss widow, deserted oq>han, aged and sick person, with all the 
other cases of distress, vfcee turned out of the sixty-three Work- 
honses in London and its vicinity, the nuqierous unprotected 
wojBien.of the town, who might (on Mr. Hale's princi^) be en* 
titled, to demand *' prompt admission," could not even then be 
. tacetved* altboi^ the parish officers themsdves were willing to 
allbrd that accommodation. Wheni t is remembered, Sir^ that the 
Average expence of maintaining a poor person in the Workhouse 
u ^1 4. 1 8«* d^d. per annum, and that a few shilliogp for an out- 
door pauper might suffice in most cases of healthy prostitutes 
applying, it is not reasonable to suppose our parochial officers 
would be so imprudent and extravagant as to burden the^r pa- 
rishes in such an intolerable manner, without very urgent neces- 
sity 4iid the strongest sanction. From this account, I . thereiope 
think it dear that Mr* Hale must be .under a gross, uustoke in 
iaaagining any pdice nr city Magistrate would, as. a matter of 
course, compel overseers and churchwardens to ms^intain un- 
lM*tunate women, (although penitents^) who sfe in fall health ! 
But,'let us observe how.the author reasons on this aobjef4, 
and by what proAfs he sustains his argumentc-r- 

P. 25. <* I tether observed'* says he f* that if any such kmaib 
wmt to any parish officer within the pref:iact of this metropo-^ 

' ** The above calcalatiOn will be fiwiid to differ « UUk from that. 
iMxk a cont^ed in a report of Dr.. Garthshore and Patrick Col- 
g^houn, Esq. to the society for bettering the condition of the poor,' 
oh the expemency of estiimishing a Dispensary comprising adieteffi' 
regimen, oesides Medicines ; daMd feb. 3. 1809. 
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fifl, acknbwledgiiig tbaVshe had tteen aiv atilbrtuiiat6 weman df 
the towa» thai she Idnged to escape from a life \of such infamVy 
hot had BO other means of precoriDg her daily stipport; I as* 
sertedy that there was no woman of this description whose ap« 
pliteatioB would not mmedmitely procure a'prompt admiukm to 
the W^rkkouscy and care would be taketi of her ^ ttatU 9ome method 
wdi demeedyfor her being restored as a w^kl memiber ofeoektyr 
I presume it to be Mr. Hale's meaning, that due exertions 
would be employed by the officers and svperinten(kH[its of the 
poor, for her instructioii, discipline, advice, and .good manage* 
'ment, especially as it concerns her moral and religious state, 
in order that she mig^ become *^ a useM BEiembef of society :** 
for, unless pains were taken" to initiate her into the doctrines, 
the principles, and the practice of Christianity, in vain would be 
the expectation of *^ restoring'' her by any other mteans. But, 
whether mdeed there bd any such established system of good 
order and tuition in Workhouses^ Mr. Hale is wise in not til- 
ing OS; or rather, I should say,- he has obliquely .acknowr 
lodged that there is n^ system of the kind in most of oar Woiit* 

houses, -. 

* 

** Supposing, however, the (Possibility of a denial,''^ supposi*' 
tlon very admissible from experience,^' and that there might 
be an individual who discovered such a derdiction of duty as 
to pay no regard to her request," Mr. Hale proceeds to observe,; 
p. 2f)\ ^^ that stUl ehe had a refuge to go to ; which was, to ap* 
ply to the nearest 'magistrate, wh</far from turning a deaf ear 
to her miserable situation, would instantly summon the parish 
officer before him^ insist upon an immediate attrition to herap- 
plication, and- severely reprimand him for such flagrant neg- 
htt'' Mr* Hale, perhaps, may not know that the greatest pro- 
portiim of loose women belong to country^parishes, or have no- 
l^al setdements; and consequently; that the *^ immediate" 
command to relieve a person does not necessarily foUow, on aa 
^>plication bdng made to a magistrate under the suppiosed cir- 
cumstance,s; nor would the officers who. refused parochial re* 
Hef be '* instantly summoned" by the niagistrate, without the 
previous fonns being attended to, of administering an oath *to 
lip^ ^ypplicai;it>«9nd making out a declamtiqn ihat '< she is v&j/ 
poor and impotent^ and not Me to work J' (See p: l€ of axf 
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|M* iMitnpbtet, GOtalkining tbe form of sn' otder for maintenance 
copied from Burn's Jiutice of Peace.) Tbe iiecessary exa^ 
nltnatfoitB alone would consume tb0 *^ single ho/an'* duritag^rhicli 
Mr. Hale aflhrms *' there waft no necessity for her to continue 
in prostitution;" and mo6t probably many days, or even weeks, 
Blight be spent in ^ applying for rebuff to tbe parishioners at 4 
vestry or pubHc meeting," as welt as by sundry private inquH 
ries made prevloudy ! 

Wben every difficulty has been 9umioiinted,> which, however, 
will not bften be the case, let us suppose the magistrate to be 
desirous of sending this supplicant into a Workhouse, in spite 
of thfe pari^ officers' nnwUlingneer: could he in&lllbly gain her 
an admission, if there was no*nM)m? would he insist on a 
**prompt"admi9sion,~tf Che officers allowed her immediate tern* 
porary relief in money only^ might not the woman be suspect^ 
ed' by the magistrate as well as by the overseers, to be an im- 
postor who ^nly pretended -*' that she longs to escape from a 
life of infemy;" and would not this suspicion operate against 
the eligilirHity of an absolute order for her admission and per-* 
maneut support ? These contingencies and doubts, you must 
perceive, in a great multitude of cases, will strongly militate 
against the supposition of Mr. Hale, tha( every applicant must 
necessarily obtain ''prompt admission*' by an *' immediate*^ 
order from^^^ the nearest magistrate." ^ 

He says truly, p. S4, <Mt will be in the recollection of all 
who have attended to ihiiTtR^ntroversy, that this was the first 
point on which we differed ;" and I am free to confess, that we 
dlflfeted here indeed very widely ! What then can be the au-^ 
tiior's meaning, at page 59 of his <* Reply," where .be uses'this 
unqualified language, flatly contradicting the 'former remark } 
•**In taking a view of the arguments (if, by tourteiy, tbey 
may be called sucb) of those who have defended the Peniten- 
tiary, it* will be seen they have ALL admkted tAt wry fact 
thai I am here tontending foty viz. —That there is no necessity 
for any one woman, however desperate' ber charaeter, to conti- 
nue in prostitution a single hour, to procure her daily support.*^ 
After tbi^ quotation, let not Mr. H. again assume to himself a: 
remarkably large portion of fisiimess, integrity, and Justice, ftHr 
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above that oi hiii oppoaenlSy in re-statiag' the points at issued 
Let him not again declare, p. 6. *< They have ALL taken the 
moat unfair methods of misiepraentation; they h^ve exhibited 
tne to the public^ as saying what I never said, and assertiag 
principles the very opposite to what I felt, &c." 
' He goes on to say, p. 97- *' Mr. Blair, with a vanity peeu* 
liar to himself (and at p. 136, tutiA a raAness pteuliar to km- 
*tlf^) has given a flat denial to the whole of what I bad ad« 
vanced;'' and then quotes some of my words, respecting the 
duties of overseers and magistrates. — My opinion was thus 
expressed:* 

^< Mostv jassnredly the lav^s of the land have provided for 
those who, through tusavoidable indigence, arising fr0ra tender 
years, ill health, dechspitode, or mental .incapacity, are ia 
danger of perishing.'' But, I alleged, " an officer has no right to 
burden his fellow parishioners wiUi the maintsnauoe of people 
who are not phyricaMy aS well as morally unable to supply their 
daily wants by honest and diligent ' labour." I stated that 
^ the poor laws do not authorise him to admit,* or provide for 
Ihose mho are in health; and thiat those who are sick must be 
discharged from the poor-house directly after their recovigry.''' 
I urged, as a reason for putting this construction upon the laws, 
that ". if Only half the outcasts and abandoned members of so- ' 
ctety, who are in healthy were to Solicit prompt admission into; 
the Workhouses, it would soon b e fou nd impossible to receivie^ ' 
them on account of their immenselvibers/<^ I quoted, p. 75^, 
the words of Sir Frederick Eklentt^jvhich were approved by Mr. 
Malthus,) who doubted " whether any rigA^,. the gratification of 
which seems impracticable, can be said ito exist.'' In reply to 
Mr. Hale's idea of overseers and churchwardens being compel" 
labl^ by the magistrates, to receive and maintain all such '* able 
hodied people in health^' I affirmed, that '* no magistrate dares 
to exercise any power which is withheld by the law; and that 
he is not empowered by any act of the legislature to compel 
parochial officers, when solicited by able bodied people in healthy 
to receive them immediately into a Workhouse, and maintSMn 
them at the parish expense : consequently, that all the abans 
doned street-walkers iff the poiiieus of St. Giles's or Wapping 

* Prostitutes reclaimed and^)emtents protected, pp. 13—99 



thight cry ftloud for daily bread, at the door of an overseer ; 
yet he coold not legally afford them the permanent relief they 
demanded; nor could any magifltrate punish him for a derelic- 
tion of duty, unless they were disabled or impotent. If the 
law were constituted otherwise," I remarked, '' as overseers 
cannot easily discriminate . between hardened impostors and 
sincere penitents, that they would burthen their paiishes 
' tenfold more than could ever be endured^ and idleness would 
consume the producfe of industry/' 

These obaervationt had all along respect, not to temporary 
and casual relief, but to the '^ permanent** aid required by Mr. 
Hale's tfaeovy ; which goes on the assumption of parochial offir 
cers being unreservedly commanded by the laws of the land to 
give Ibdging, protection, and coustant support to those who, 
through moral turpitude and loss of character alone, were un- 
able to 6nd employment. I insisted, that without a good name 
and fiur moral character to recommelid a woman, *< she may 
in vain be healthy, active, ingenious, and willing to labour with 
her hands :^ but still further to illustrate my statements, I 
'mentioned, *^ from the evidence of different women, that the 
superintendants of Workhouses generally refuse to admit fe- 
Inales of bad character, unless they are diseased or unable to 
work ;* and I exemplified these observations by several cases 
of women who had been so refused^ and were then in the Pe- 
nitentiary. *^ Upop the whole therefore" I concluded, that <' it 
is evident Mr. Hale is g^H^ mistaken* respecting the facilities' 
aifijrded to loose womefi in health, who might wish to refonsi 
and cultivate habits of orderly living." 

Mr« H. now tells us, in his <* Reply,'' that I have produced 
no legal evidence or statute in defence of these opinions.— 
True; because I considered the onm probandi as resting wholly 
on this genUeman himself, who maintained the affirmative, and 
had given nothing to the public besides his bare ipse dixit! My . 
objections were purely negative, '* denying, (Mr. H. observes 
rightly) the whole of what he had advanced;" and it was left 
for him tp hriiig forward his proolEs, which at length' he has at** 
tempted after six months further deliberation ! I ! These proofs 
shall now be eauunined.in.dqt^il9 and. perhaps may even be 



refated,* and sbewn to l^e wholly fallacious. *^ Here we are faifty 
at issue;'' and, as Mr. Hale- bas remarked^ in a toae.of tri?- 
umph^ *''tbe pablic cannot be at a loss to ascertain wtnch of 
us is right." p. 34. ' 

His proofs consist of materials drawn from the Statutes, and 
of the practical comments afforded by oor police nu^istrates. in 
their daily business. But, the whole of his extracts from the 
Statute booky^if we determine by the use made of inverted 
commas, denoting a quotation, is comprised in kss than three 
nnes« at the top of p. S 1 . This reminds me of the mountain in 
labour, which brought fosth only^a mouse 111. However, -by i 
the help of false glosses, and egregious perv^^ions of the text, 
Mr. Hale contrives to dikte his legal matter inio three pages^ 
The first Statute referred to, is, the celebrated 43d of Elizabeth, 
which never was and never can be&Hy acted upon, because it. 
is universally felt to be in a high degree impracticable. '* In 
perusing the great outlines of this act,"^8ays our- author, >'' we 
shall find no provision made for pecuniary relief, but to such of 
the poor as are mpoterUy kme^ blindy and unable to :mrk : but 
then for all the others, who (as Mr. Blair, describes them) are ^ 
0bl€ bodied people in healthy and yet^ from loss of character, or 
want of employment, have no> immediate means to procure a 
lawful maintenance, this act comnaands the ovesseers to set 
them to work, by purchasing raw materials for tliat piirpose.? 
6ce Reply y p- 59. 

By the concession of Mr. Hiia himself it is then manifest, 
1st, That no reHef can be claimed under this.act by persons who ' 
are able to work; and therefore healthy prostitutes cannot hi^ve . 
any claim, as I expressly stated: 2dly, That, whereas no 
Workhouses' were at that time in existence through all. England, 
^ett}ng able-bodied people to work upon the mateciois provided 
cannot mean affording them ^ prompt admisaton into Work- 
houses,'' which. was the point to have been demonstrated.^ !We 
jiow pass over a long period, from Elisaibethto George the first; 
and must presume that nothing, daring all thoae yeans, was 
done (so far as Mr. H. knows) to meliorate the condition of the 
4)oor by new means of creating labour or sustenance. Mr. 
^laljtbus, in his ^hn^Ue l^eok -m Populations has; justly re- 



markedy that tbe 4Srd ElizJ ** is as iiirrogant and absurS'as if it 
bad enacted, that two ears of wheat should ip future grow 
where only one had gn>wii before ;** and he is of opinion^ that 
the non-execution of that law is the cause of its continuanoe 
OB the Statute book for two hundred years. ^' Its due execu- 
tion as a permanent law, is a phyucal impossibility;'' since it 
assumes the principle, of an indefinite population subsisting 
on a limited produce. , 

P. SO. ^* In course ^^time,*^ Mr. Male observes, ^^ as the po« 
pidation of the metropolis greaUy increased, it was found diffi- 
cult to put tbe law into execution, sis it regarded setting abU- 
l>odkd people m httdth to work; for the number of these Mm 
paupers so continued to multiply, that at last the legislature 
had recourse for this express purpose, to the scheme of parish 
Wm'kiuMiBes, which were every where authorized as a general 
measure by the act of tbe 9th of George I. cap. 7-* Now, Sir, 
mark what is deemed to be the construction, application, and 
effect, of this nem statute; which Mn H. says, ^* is the general 
Ia# of the country, to this day, but in some small degree it* 
opefations httve been softened,'' by the 50th Geo. I If. cap. 49, 
and tbe 36Ui Geo. lU. cap. 23.—*' This law COMMANDS u 
prompt iNJfBlMfOii to he gioen to every chcaraeter tsithoui excep- 
tion, v)ko ktu not the kmftd means'qf procuring his or her daily 
nuppori. . The pariik officers are BOUND to give them this 
prompt admission to the Workhouse ; for the act EXPRBSSLT 
0tatu tkaiit(ik\k prompt admission) shall extend' to all' such 
pooTy in their respectfte parisheSj as shall DESIRE to receive 
relief or collection from the siame parish* The law with respect 
40 the FKOMFT. ADMISSION <f the most despiaU>U charac- 
ters iota As WorkhousWy is so clear and explicit ^ that it NEVER 
has keen doubted by &ny to^ kaxfe pemsed the SlatuteSy or had 
ihs least experience' in parockiat of airs." p. 31. 

.1 request yott,'Sir, to pay veiy special attention to these last 
sevidos, pmdve, r rt tcr at ed asseverations ; for, on the truth or 
foisehoodoftbeoi <lependstbe ir^a/repataUonof Mr. Hale, and 
the -final resak o£ our present controversy ! Here we are com- 
pletely at variancel I dedsre as distinctly, on the contrary, thtit 
tbe 9th of QeOf I. cap* 7- containa ico strcH ^* commands" 4s 



this gentlsman pretends;' tbal it doles vox '^ biud,**. constrain, 
or enjoin, tbe parish officers to do as be says; that it >{£v£iti 
ovcfi '^ expressly states" what he tells us it does; that non£ o£ 
those poor who merely " desire to receive relief" are tbereby^ 
entitled to clainri a provisioain the Wcnrkhotisea; and that the 
authority for *^ prompt admission" is neither H clear" nor '* ex-4 
plicit/' but MUST Bfe ^^donbted by any who have perused thi9: 
Statute" in a careful manner. Sir, instead of ^riy quoting 
the entire clauses of this important, act of .parliament, Mr« 
Hale has' shamefully garbled and distorted them; he has not 
only misunderstood, and " put a wrong construction upon tliia^ 
law>" hue has grossly mist^en. its .professed design-^ whicli^ 
(M act itself states J was to prevent persons '^ obtaining reliet 
Ifon false or frivilods pretences" made ^^ to justices of peaoe^'* 
and thereby *' greatly contributing' to the incjeaae of the pariak 
I9tl^/* His method of carrying that economical purppae into eft 
feet, is by admitting all those into, the Workhorse who << desire 
to receive collection/' wh^her they baveoc *^ have not »htainfi4 
any leg^l settlement:" for "this," says.he, p. 34, 'fisofn^ 
consequence; they are ALL the casual poor of the parish. ia 
^hich they sleep, end the km OBLIGES the parish officer Uk' 
take them immediately into the Workhouaef if thet/ efppltfJ* Sin^ 
gtflar xioctrine! Thus widely does the author ditfer from lyie io 
jFegard to the above statute; and yet this is the only oa^e he 
adduces, in support of his leading sentiment! I! 

To settle the disputed points, { OMist refer you to some legal 
authorities, as well as to the statute itself; a^d will likewise 
elucidate the matter by a few cases on record. .But I shall en^^ 
deavour tobebrief... s . •.,..♦* 

The first thing required, will be to sbew.wl^p ^e ^^poerT in 
Ihe le^al sense of t^is tenta; and then who are entitled to takd 
advantage of the poor laws for their own relief. . . ; 

*' A pauper, or poor persfti^ means one who is a burden and 
charge upon a parish. The poor, our law takes notice, of are-^ 

^ ist. Poor by impotency and defect; aa the aged or decree 
Iftid, fatherless or motherless, poor under sickness, and per^ion^ 
wh6 .are ideot^, lunatics, lame, blicd^ &(i. Thes^H^ oi^naram 
eftAcpabrantoprmtkf^n . .^.v*, • . . ». ; .,b 
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*^ 2dlj, Poor by casaalij^ such as hoosdceepers, decayed or 
ruined by tinavoidable misfortuDes, and poor persons over*- 
charged with children. Tkese^ kaving ability^ are to be set to 
woi'k ; but tf not able, they (ire to be relieved mth numey, 

**' 9dly, Poor by prodigality and debaucheiy, also caDed 
thriftless poor ; as idle slothful persons, pilferers, vagabondsy 
STRUMPETS, &c. who are to be sent to the house of correction, 
and be put to hard labour to maintain themselves; or work is 
to be provided for them, that they dp not perish for want; and 
if' they become impotent by iicknesij or jf' their work will mU 
maintain them, there must be an allowance by the overseer* of the 
poor for their support.** Dalt. c 73.§« 35. and Tomlio's edit, 
of Jacob's Diet, title Poor. 

I consider the above to be a correct ^nd genorally received 
account of the leg^l acceptation of the term ^* poor** as well as a 
fair summary view of the obligations of overseers and churck* 
wardens with respect to their relief, &c. You will therefore 
perceive Sir, that, according to this authority, ** strumpets'* have 
no claim to be '^ promptly admitted'' into houses of jndustryy 
but should be first sent to the ** house of correction;", and, only 
in the event 4>f these women becoming <' impotent'? or disabled, 
can they, lawfully be made burthensome to their parishes. In- 
deed, the indigent females of whom I am speaking, and who 
are supposed to be in health, can hardly be deemed fit objects 
for an imperative order, such as Mr. Hale presumes a magis- 
trate would necessarily make;* because they could not, without 
evident perjury, .take a solemn oath of their being ** impoUni 
and unable to «;oriE:.''-^See the form in. Bum's Justice, tide 
" Poor," p. 996 of the 20th edition, vol. 111. . 

Mr. H. says, p. 36. \*' the form of the oath which Mr. Blair 
has4)uoted has 'nothing to do with, the subject: it merely goea 
to prove, that if any people, who are very poor, impotent and 
not ^ble to work^ do apply for pecaniary relief, and are refused 
by the overseers, that the magistrates, upon application, if theiy 
think proper, are empoweredby law to compel the parish offi% 
cers, to comply with their request! But who disputed this? I 
never so much as alluded to it in any part of my pamphlet" 

^s 4his sagacious gentleman is not able t(it<^>3c^ni.)iQW tliQ 
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tottnjff tUt affidavit bore QpQi» t^e $fii>}pct^ I viH iii9tnict him. 
Befor^.any magistrate "reprimonds'^ Xhp officers and makes aa 
order fbi' rel|e^ he is required by law to administer the usual 
bath, sUtiog th^ pauper's disability to work, &c. but» £^ thit 
muit be always deemed false, with re^pj^ct to a woman ta Aealil^f 
(the only sort of poor we are c^isputi^g about,) I should be 
glad to know uhd^r what acf of parliament any justice of the ^ 
|)eace could l^Uy enforce an order i^ppn (his overseers for 
such a person's maintenancie by the parish?— ^ Allow me^ 
bowQver^ tp add fUrtber proofs and observations in favour of 
nxy pr^sept stat|im^t| lest Mr. H. should a^ain say^ '^ TIms is 
Afj;* b^ has to oStt m aqpport of his strafe fei;itiments.'' ( 
hope it will be ^n, in the issue^ tb^t my " ftnange spitinuitttf'^ 
are not <}estilute of respectable " support/' 

The question is, Whether a poor desorted female, in healtht 
and able to work if she had employm^n^ bas a |eg&l claim 
to be muntained and lodged in the ipa&xsh woekhovbis;; 
and whothcr a juatic^ of the peace has authority to insist oii 
thf admiasiop of such a person if the parocbial officers ar^ 
^willing, bnt offer to. relieve her out of doors i A confident 
answer is thus giveQ by our author^ p. 32 —35. 

** Many of these women make it their study to fipd out 
those churjchwardeos or oyerseers who are young in oQce, witb 
the hopes of taking advantage of their want of experience ; 
and vometiofes, in conseqaence of their abusive language^ tbey 
bavo been reused for a time to go into the workhouse. Under 
these circumstance?, they will go to a magistrate^ frgcure a 
lariitfn or prmted order, and laugh the fhurckmardem to scorn I 
Parish-officers are often put to great trouble jay the frequent 
applications of the most profligate women for pecuniary relief :, 
knowing;' therefore] that these ab^doned creatures would only 
i^pply the mmiey given' to the worst of purposes, they very 
pn^rly ^Wky them ; fnit then they are obliged tp q^er to take 
them into the workhouse* H^re, at the public office, the magis* 
trates have repeatedly sta^ to the churchwardens that they 
f^mi mder no pretence ivhutever refuse them tie WQrkhmu»f 
tiuUy however desperate their ch^ract^ry the law obliges, themf(K, 
t$ke thm ifh dod never to silver any indivM^iaIa» bowiever df> 

X 
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praved* [of course all the thievep, pidtpockcftty and tkioiis 
yiersoDB in London have a good claim on fteir panthes, be- 
cause they are not] '* to be under the temptation of doing that 
iMrbich is morally wrong to procure their daily support. Many 
of these prostitutes have not obtained any legal settlemeat in 
England; but this is of no consequence: they art avl the 
dasuai poor f^tke parish in which they nleep^ and the lam oblige 
the parish officer to take t^^ immediately into the workhome^ if 
they apply.*' 

** Mr. Moser, one of the magistrates at the police office 
hi Worship-street,** says Mr. Hde, ^* 'declared thai I had mc- 
curatety stated the law xnth respect to the prompt admission of 
those unfortunate xoomen to the toorkhouse. I took the lilierty 
of waiting upon that gentleman, and shewed him that part of 
Mr.'Blair^s reply, in which he so positively denied the fact. I 
now beg leave to inform the public, that I have the anthorky 
of Mr, Mosef," &c. dec. 

A commendatcJiry review of Mr. Hale's former ** Address" 
appeared in the European Magazine for Janoany ISOPy pp- 47, 
48 ; which we are told, in ihe present ** Reply," was writt^ 
by Mr. Moser, ** a magistrate whose long experience in his affi- 
dalsituition has so matured his judgment, that few will be 
disposed to controvert his opinion," — and thus Mr; M. is sup- 
posed to have ** put the matter beyond dispute,'* p. 35. The 
Author compliments Uie Reviewer, by saying ** Few wiH-be 
disposed to controvert his opinion ;" and the Critic again com- 
plimehts the Author, by declaring he has (in the first '* Ad- 
dress*^ proved htt assertions *' beyond the power of contradic- 
tion," p. 36« But, as if this double security had been iiisufli- 
cieut to protect Mr. Hale from censure, the bold Reviewer of 
his " Reply,* in the European Magaadhe i^ last months pp. 45, 
44, conies forward in the same strain of panegyric : he, not 
only (as before) ^ approves of the whole of Mr. Hale's pan^h^ 
let," and thinks ** his parochial observations are extremely judi- 
cious ;^but ** agrees with the Author in the whole and every part 
afit^ declares ^' his deductions arc correctly the result both of 
' law and experience^ praises this " ioeU^ritten pamphlet," for 
fh^ "pointed stability of its.argumeat/' and says Mr, Hale has. 
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'' wit exeoated a oiost difficult Unk/^ It i% tbertine, icarcely 
possible to mistake who is the Reviewer of Uiis Reply. 

All this looks truly ibrioidaUe aad terrific ! It is at lea&t 
^ very deckied and peremptory ! Sball I not, therefore, be ex* 
peeled by these gt^ntlemen, so confident, so learned 4a the 
law, and of such '' long experience/' to hide toy diminished 
bead, overwhelmed with confosipn I They say, besides, that 
my *^ toial ignorance of the .first rndinents of parish b«^si9eS8,'' 
and my being ** always exonerated from procuring that.know- 
ledge which can oa/y be acquired, by practical obaervatien," 
]«nJkrs me '< ^ ettoUter* the mostmfii to dilute, tie pfHiU^'- 
p. 27* What then is to be done, Sir ? ^ May I not at least be 
permitted, Ufi spite o( this two-fold atuck, and in defi^ce ,of 
my natoral modesty, to state the legal grounds on which xifff 
<' strange sentiments'' are founded? The doughty coiubatants 
seemJto ' answer^ ** Go not forth hastily to strive, lest thou 
know not what to do in the end thereof, when thy neighbour 
hath pat thee to ahamei" to which I rejoin, " I^t not him thi^t 
girdeth on bis anqoAr boast himae)f, as he that putteth it off.'' 
In a ^umphant spirit, Mi^ H, asks, '* Now, against this weight 
of evidence wlmt has Mr* Blair to offer in eupport of his opi* 
nion K' TbeHf after mutilating my statements and .giving a &lse 
representation of tbem^ he prematurely adds-^" Tuis is Ahh 

0E HAS TO 0irE« Iir SUPPORT, OP BIS ITRANnS SENTIMENTS ; 
EXCEPT THE DECEITFUL ASSERTIONS OF A PEW PROSTITUTES, 
OR Tl^E BLUNDER OP A CQURCHWAKDBK^ TOUNO )N OPFICE, 

AND BQUAU'T iohorant WITH Mr. Bc*AjR !* pp. 36, 57f 
You will presently see that this is not quite ^^AUJ' I have 
to offer, and th»t my proofe are derived from sources ^hid) 
the pobbc will neither call << diatitfuT nor *' ignorwt^ 

To ensure your candid attention, allow iqe first (Q quote ^ 
short extract from Mr, Colquhoun's pi ivate. letter to me, of 
Febroary 6, I8O99 aft^r perusing my answer to Mr. H«je.* In 

* It can hardly be necessary to mention, that Mr. Colauhoun 1$ 
an acting magistrtite for the counties of Middlesex, Surry, lCent,and 
Essex ; for the city and liberty of WeKminster ; aiid for the tiberty 
of the Tower of London; also that he is well-known by various pracr 
ticial treatihes, especially on the Police of the Metropolis, on IndiK 
gence, and' on tne Duties of Constables. 



I 



doing ilkf ft it pkvper to obterrci that I hav< ^bt^Md th« ^U 
coosent of that judicioys and celehMed writer to poblish hit 
remarks. Mr. Oolquhotin says to me, *^ You 8av< most ac^ 

CVRATELT DEFIITBD THE POWEHS AKD FtTHCTIONS OF MAGtft^ 
TRATXS IN AIL CASES AlP»LlCAai.E TO FROSTltUTBS, AHB 
HAVE MOST TRULY OBSERVED (COVtRARY TO Mr. MAiCE% 

ofinion) tbat much yet remains to be oone by the 
legislature in respect to this ukfortttnatb flask on 
WOMEN. There certainly cannot be a greater deeidemtum 
than that of reforming unfortunate prostitutes, ahd renderiftg 
the labour of theife' hands usefol to sodety. I ha^ always 
thought that any design which was to accomplish this object 
was too gigantic for the efforts of private benevolence* It 
would afford me great pleasure to secohd the benevoleot en- 
deavours of the Penitentiary, in the ardent expectation that, 
at some period not very remote, the Legislature will attend to 
the businc^ss ; and afiurd not only pecuniary aid, but certai* 
powers of coercion, which will be necessary in order to givA 
effect to the general 8)*stem. Much might be done by the 
legislature in the suppression of brothels, by giving the magis* 
trateft a summary jurisdiction in such cases. In ibany modern 
statutes greater powers have been conceded. Our laws should 
be modernised, and adapted to the present state of society. 

You HAVE FURNISHED VARIOUS EXCELLEKt HINTS FdR^TBlk 

r 
LEOItLATURE, APPtlCABLR Tp FEMaLB PROSTItUTXOH.'" ' 

. I omit the Other parts of Mr. Cblquhoun's letter, in which 
he condescends to express too flattering an opinion of my lat^ 
anst^ek* to Mr. tlale, and the impracticability of remedying the 
evil of prostitution, *< through the medium of workhouses.* 
The views of this magistrate, on the last named subject, art 
ipdeed already before the public in the Reports of the Society 
for bettering the condition of the poor, in his admirable work 
on the Police of the Metropolis, and bis valuable Treatise oh 
Indigence. But, having a^entioqed the utmost number of pau- 
pers who can be cfowded togiether in the workhouses of London, 
Mr. Colquhoun, in his letter, emphatically asks me, ** How 

SHALL WE THERE FIND AN ^STLUM FOR PROSTITDTEsI^ 

I leave the answer to be given by Mlr^ Hale and Mr. Moser, - 



iff 

IfHbestf^ngth of ^ pur cause rested oa b^te authority and 
^eat names, iVe ti^ight be contented to take our stand by tlie 
tide df Mr. Colquhnun ; bqt ] should ill deserve his sanction 
tnd good opinion were I to dfop'the question here, without at* 
tetiopting to substantiate toy views by other'* legal evidence.* 
In doing so, however, I shall be very concise, and only adduco 
^ few cases to illustrate th^ chief points at issue. 
• The attempt of a * Surgeoti to instruct a Weaver in parish 
business inay not^eemt extravagantly incongruous or arrogant; 
but, for a Surgeon to make the smallest pretence of giving legal 
iilfontlatioli to a Po^e Magistrate of *^ long experience in his 
official situation," ^\\l perhaps bfS thought intolerably presump- 
tuous and insulting! Kevertheless, when such a Magistrate 
4tigns td espouse the crude observations apd criticisms of a 
Manufacturer, and so far degrades himself as to defend that 
pBTsMi't errors, thereby making then) his own ; he can have 
fio just ground of complaint, if he should happen to be incit 
dentafly chastised, and exposed ai not wiser than his friend I 
Mr. Moser << agrees with Mr. Hale i6 the whole and every 
part of his pamphlet :** I must, therefore, suppose that he ia 
willing to participate itt the consequences of thid gentleman*! 
mistakes. Put since they ** agree*^ in courting ** the public ap- 
Jirobation,*' at the expence of truth, jtiiBtice, and charity, stiQ 
)>oasting that thpy had " accurately fttatid the law with respect 
to the prompt admission of unfortunate women into work? 
houdes,** I will tell them whence I have received an opposite 
potion of « the law.** 

My ** strange sentiment^' are wholly imbibed from the wri- 
tings of Bott, Burn, Const, Nolan, 'Williams, £den, RuggicS| 
^9ifid other ex!be9eut authors on the Poor-laws ; who have coU' 
iected, arranged, or elucidated, by numerous cases and adjudif 
catidns, u[)wards of three-score statutes on this intricate sub- 
ject, ail of which I'have likewise sedulously examined. — A 
ktid^ledge of the parochial l^ws, these two critics tfell us, " can 
only be acquired by practical observation :" but, as the prac- 
tice of some individuals may be like that of the village 
farrier, no better than a daily routine of blunders, I recom- 
mend these *^ experiencied'^ individuals to study the *^ practical 



observations'* of our learned judges in the superior couits, as 
detailed or cited by the above named authors. They will tlien 
find, that a legal order for the " prompt iidmission'^ and main- 
tenance of any female prostitute, or seduced woman, C^^^g 
•ft fuU health J must be justified by the following circum** 
stances, viz, 

1. That the party ordered to be relieved is bona fide charge- 
able to the parish, either from having a legal settlement there, 
or from some accidental and sudden calamity bringing her 
within the description of a casual claimant.* 

2. That the pauper in whose behalf such order is made, 
comes within the jurisdiction of the justice who makes it. 

3. That, after having taken the usual oath, she is adjudged 
by^e magistrate to be poor, impotent, and unable to work, 
conformal)]y to the statutes. 

4. That relief by the weekly payment of a certain sum, or 
provision for a time specified,' would not be deemed adequate 
to her exigency ; and that temporary aid had been refused by 
the overseers, after a regular application. 

5. That an order for her admission into the wodcbouse shall 
jieither be contrary to any special act of parliament by which 
the parish may be regulated ; nor incompatible with the pro- 
visions of 22 Geo, III. c. 83. in incorporated districts ; nor 
be impossible, for want of room, or otherwise. 

Gentlemen who boast of their ^' practical observation and 
long experience" should know, that the indigent people for 
whose protection and maintenance workhouses have been 
erected by law, are alwayb supposed by the Legislature to be 
either weak, unhealthy, or disabled in body ; and not ** able 
bodied persons in health ;** therefore, by % ^P -^tf the above 
named statute, it is enacted, '* That no person shall be sent to 
the poor-house or houses, except such as become indigent by old 
^ge, sickness, or infirmity, and are Enable to acquire a maii^* 
tenante by their labour," Sec. But, even ih these cases it is pro- 

4 

• See Nolan's Treatise, vol.. II. chap, xxxiv, §4. *^()f C^iSH^^l 
Poor," 'llie cases referred to, will give n different idea of tlie 
subject from thai entertained by Mr. Ilale, and his coadjutor at th^ 
Worship-street Polxe-office. 



vtded> <■ Tliat the goveivor shall dismiss frotn tbe poor-hdose 
or workhouse every person who shall, in the opinion of the 
goardiaD or guardians, be thought improper to continue there!* 

And, as to those .*' who shall be able and willing to work, 
[soich as penitent prostitutes and criminal offenders} but 
CANNOT 6£T EMPLOYMENT, it shdl And may be lawftil for the 
guardian of the poor, and he is hereby required, &e. to a^ee 
for Uie labour of such poor person at any work or employment' 
salted to bis or>her strength or capacity, in any parish, town- 
ship, or place, near his or her residence [not in. the workhouse], 
and to maintain, or caose sdbh person to be properly main-> 
tafnedi lodged, and provided for, until such employment shall 
be procured, and duriif the time of siich work ; and to receive 
the money to be earned by such work or labour, and apply it 
in such maintenance, as far as the same will go, and make up 
the deficiency, if any ; and if the same shall happen to exceed 
the money expended in such maintenance, to account ht the 
surplus," &c. Uc. See 22 Geo. III. c. 83. § 32, 

Mr. Hale aud Mr. Moser would do weU to observe the dis- 
tinctions I have laid down (from JacobV Law Diet. &€.) be- 
tween tbe several classes of Foor. I n reading the oldest writers 
on this subject, they will find ^Mhe idle pt)or, the thief,. th% 
rugue, the strwppety the sturdy beggar, tbe iikher, the cozener, 
the eutrpurse, and such like,^ to be classed together, and 
fzontra-distinguished fron^ '* the impotent who are not able to 
labour/' (See *' Greevoas Grones for the Poore." Lond. j622« 
in Brit. M us.) If justices make orders for the mamtenance of 
persons who are not impotent, but able to work, those orders 
are against the law : {Dolt. l66. .and Jacob's Diet. edit. 1744, 
art. Poor.) It is discretionary in overseers to give money or 
victuals to the poor : (6'^y/e, 246. 1 Keble^ 366.) If any de- 
mand relief who are not settled in a parish, they ought to be 
removed to their own parish, and there relieved : {Dalt. 73.) 
The necessary rdlief^ provided by 43 Eiiz, c. 2. for the lame, 
old, blind, and such other among them being poor, and not able 
4o work; signifies the poor old, the poor blind, the poor impo* 
tent : and therefore, an order to pay three shtlUngs weekly to 




A. by tbe parifh of Hjwonti» sa k^ ^ ^ ^W^i. eo^pitillM 
poor, was quashed | because. it oqghtt by tbb 9t|itfutc tp b^^ 
appeared and been stated in tbe qrd^ri tbat b^ was p/t^r ^od 
impotent : (1 Stra. 10. 1 K^b. 489. ^ Keb,7Ui 643. P^scA. 
4 Geo. Rex v. T<>||er« 1 .Ba/^ pi. 425.) )o tb« om qfliin 
King agaipst Gulley, aii^ or^^r of s^oi»ii &>r %h9 imnfenaiice 
of a woman was.quasb^} becau^ it w^ Qiq^ set f^i^tb ip the 
order tbat sbe was unable to ivark^ witboait wbicb tb^ ju^tio^ 
bave np jurisdictioo : (10 Mo4, 156^ Foley, 47. X Bdft^ 
pL 424.) Two justices oiode a^ ot^i, for tbe Qv<»rse6rs. lo puf' 
two sbiUipgs per week U> EU^^betb Reddisb : it v«9 objep^ 
tbat it ip(i# no/ «ai^ 'Ae ts poor oii^ m^/^ii| ; otberviee tbe stA* 
tute gives tbem no sucb powert Fer4^mr¥m' Tb# 43 &iu 
does not give tbem pQwer, unless tbay wr« on .tbe poor rate4 
Let tbem sbew cause. {Pim SettU 21« pl> 30. Th. Qtf^ y. 
the Inhabitants of Monchefit* Vit^r's. Abr, xs'h 4^2| 423*) An 
order was made at tbe se^ions tbat a man sbould albw U, Hd^ 
per week for bis daugbter's subsistence « tbis order was bowi 
ever, quashtxi ; because it did i»ot itppear. from tbe same tbat 
she teas umbk to iffork, or thai she was sick, ag^dt ok impntc^fi 
wKkh tbe statute requires. See the authorities cited by Vioer^ 
ifV. Poo& (C») An order upon relations for rebefi a« of phil* 
dren by parents, shall be made at tbe qu»rter««e«siQn9 of .tbei 
county where the party charged inhabits, otherwise, it is void i 
aod the order is not good« unless it appears therein tbat tl^ 
party to be relieved is not abk to "work ; {Comm, Dig, !«. iv. 
p»S7f 8i* Jddingt. Pen. Stat. 1037.) An order w^jilaa 
quashed, because it was not alleged tbat tbe. daugbtei' . of tbe. 
defendant was poor and likely to be chargeable to the pan^b- 
(1 Rajfm. Rep^ p. 699. P. ofSif Andrew v. J, M.de Mrcia*. 
I Bott, 3^9, pi 420. Aid. Pm. Stajt, 1Q37-) A»d m ordiei 
for a father to pay so much to hi^ daughter waa qiiasbfid^ hf^. 
cau^e not said poor and impotent ; but ooly in a p^or and des-: 
titttte condition, wanting relief: (5 Mod. 197* i^^ra* 10. mi 
Addington, tdn supra.) If OTerscera relieve tbe poor and. barn 
then tbe parish, when tbi^re is ao necessity for it^ tbis is » 
punishable misdemeaonr. {T4mwy's Case, I Bott. 343. pi- 373. 
and Vin. Abr.) The justices of assize and^uUed an order of 
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si^^ns t6!'^roTid6 an bite^tl^Hi tar a person* no/ impbten^ ia 
Wolvercoat, Warwickshire ; and, it being moved in the King's 
ift^ticb' t(f Ciinfirm the saflEie» this btHer ' was adjudged void, as 
i^Uififtg to provide for a pe!%on ablk. (ii Car At. B:R. and'* 
M^mgMiif F^k: 8t^: Jro.4498, Annotalions) 

The 22 Geo. Ill c. 83: distinctfy ^cogniz^ Mr. Hale'^ 
feHmurite Att;6{ g Geo. I. c. 7. as being defective *^from a 
imikt i^prop&f d^s<Sription9 of the poor who are to be the objects 
<fy^tf;*'Q$5), and frbm a wAnt ot *' ihe'means<f enforcing 
^^der t>f justices fot iueh relkff* notwithstanding which; 
^e arfe toM 1^ that ACOTft writer, 5n the most positive and im- 
p<Mifig<kng(^ge, asifMnMoser and himself had just made 
the di^dv^ty, liiat " tnft law commands a prompt admission to 
be'given toteVery charkcter, withouf exception^ who has not the 
latvibl means of procuring his or her daily support; that the 
parish 6ffic^rs are hound to give them this prompt admission to 
the worfthtmse : for the 'Act expribsSlt states'* [but "Sir, 
tbcire is not one Word of the kind] *< that it shall extend to alt 
fitfch poor as shall desire to receive relief or collection.* Thfs 
2» a 'hew and unheard of method of diminishing the parisb 
rates, and easing them in the relief of the poor (for which pur-, 
poies the 9 Geo. I. c. 7* was professedly enacted ;) and it ex- 
hibits a very singular instance of discernment,, that these twp 
cdfiimehtalors should have recently found 'out*^* the proper de- 
sc^^iptions of the poor'* to be benefited by ** prompt admission," 
when the Lawgiver themselves could never make such a di's* 
coveryl! Our Legislature declares (22 Geo. III. c,%S. § 1.) 
that the operation of' this very Act of the nintli of Geo. L 
whifch Mr. H. and 'Mr. M. are so fond of, <* had not the dei* 
shi^ efifect ; but the poor in many places, instead of finding 
prcftefction und reHef, have been much oppressed thereby : ' for 
remedy of wlifch grievances and inconveniences, and in ord^i* 
to make better and more effectual provtsfon for the relief and 
-emfiloymenl of the poor, and to introduiie a prudent ecmifmf in 
ih^'txpendxtuhf (f the parish Th'bney,*' a part of the said statute 
was made "null and void.* — "The abominable oppression: of 
this execrable Law*' (as it is called by one of our living Justices) 
" has been removed by another humane st^tiite of ikeyttsmX 
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H^'/' namelj, ih^ 96 6ifo» III. e. %$^ ( 1, 3, 3* (J^i <$«m^ 

Mr. Hafe) being «o iU siipp(Hrte4 bjf tlie sUtnto^ fwd «4i<>4ge^ 
eases of our highest courttf, h^ reoowrse to what he calls *' #. 
f0iore nfr« gmde^" w. " Ihe universal psac^ «f Mi9 o^gpstralea 
ill our poKce offices * jk 35.— This '^ mpie fare giiide'^ seen^ to 
resolve itself into ** the uniYersai praptioe*^ o( his co«4|ator and 
ineadt ** Josifji Mosa&, Esq* io tokpm ^ u great^ MfHtdfor 
nvce tf ki$ kgd' wfrrmoHm tipM tkU milbjt^i' as he t^lb 
lis, at p. 66 of his A<1^«89« It 4oes not appear tbp^t, evpA aoib 
Mr. Hale possesses " much legal kiferaiatioa ;" a«id it 19 p^My 
eTident that he entertained more just and modest thoughts of hia 
fegal acquirements a sfatort time ego : %x^ in his Letter to Mr. 
Whitbread, on the poor of Spitalfields^ he said^ ** It is not my 
intention to go through the mase <^ complicated laws which 
have been enacted for the relief and government of the poor,-r- 
laws wUch have begotten a thoosaod explanatory ftaUites iMd 
eommoats^ with decisioBs almost as contradictory as. niaperouf , 
and finom which have spruog ail the moltiferioiw duties of 
ehtirchwavdeAS and oyerseem. An aittti^ ^^^ kmd loo^ii ^ 
far <Aote my akUk^i p. $/' — His legal information being cl^y 
derived from such a barren source as he has mentioned^ { am 
iMlting to hope that oidy OUR n^istrate at Worshtp*«treet 
ptfUee-oAce ^U be foood, te paiiG^oo the crude and erroneeus 
ttpiniona which have there beeii ^ repeatedly f tated to t^e 
churchwardens when summoned before th^ Justice, in co^ 
sequence of the miirepresent^tions of infaino¥9 prostitute^:*' 
namely, ^ that- they must on no pyetience whatever refuse, thefi^ 
' the worhhottte," &c. that ^< ^e la^Y obliges the pai:i8im>fficei9 
to take them immediately in f and that, whether healthy or 
diseased, impotent or able, hanriog a parish seukmeiit or aq^ 
^ is of no consequence/' — ^'^ Upon this view of the sucyect^*^ 
Mr* H* adds^ p« 34b 5< the public cannot be at a los? to ascer- 
tain which of OS is right */' and here I fully agree with him, 9^ 
I also do io" another sentiment, '^ that 1 ought to apologise to 
the reader for detaining him thus long in contending against^ 
opinions '^hkh trilionfy be no/tded irith t-ke smile of cmUmptf bf- 



Ikiif Sify ff we eoiic«d« for oDe motneat itlM wboie poiK 
which these gentlemen cdotend for, — diftt destitute ptoitentt 
might M all time^, end uDdlier aH circunivtancesf be i^oeived 
ihto the parish workhoutfes ! Whattfaeo f Does Mr. Hale ve*- 
Hly befove that ** care wodld be takea of them," and • prope|L 
means ** devised for their being restored as usefiiU members of 
'society?^ He wffl net deriy^ thai this actoaUy is tka pror 
pdsiti6n he tnaiiltains :* and yet, 6ir, I can hardly think him 
qtiHe in earnest, becanle be severely re|N'obates ^ ** flagiaat 
heglect* 6f the religious worid^ in suiiBriiig the ^^ workhooses te 
be what they have re])resehted Uiem f which would not be 
the caise, he thiiiks^ if they were to '< do their duty/' jp. 63, 
How w9I yott recon(fRe these two iiicas> of workhouses being 
iuitdbie j)}ace8 of retreat for women ^^ longing to escape from a 
life of infamy,'' and being so noloiiously' imd m their managB^ 
ment that it is even said to be a ^^^hanuT to the <' rsii^ons 
world r How can these femirtes be '* taken care of' and- made 
'*^ useiul members of sodety* in {liaces isiiich are thus sham^ 
fiiflly conducted? Mr. H. m his fonner Address^ p* 37. veiy 
justly temarked/^ that the worth of one immortal soul. Is oi 
Ittfiniteljf more hnjiybrtahce than the aggregate of all the trouble 
and expeuce that can poasibfy be laid out upon the institiitiaii*' 
bf tfie Penitentiary ; aiid also said, p. 41 . that h kwoald s^ice 
"his heart to see tfiem [the Penitents] i^l wee|itag at tfae.foot ^ 
the cross :" but, be nevertheless most dmeHUlly consigns them 
over to the workhouse-^where he admits '* the nsoral system is 
dreadfully abused, every encouragement given 'to the worst of 
t:rimes, and the p£irish concerns are left to those who have no 
regard for religion.* What is this, but wilMly giving up. these 
poor women to inevitable destruction^ without the almost mi,* 
raculous interference of a gracious God ? Is this detestable 
scheme of Mr. H. likely to *^ restore them as useful members 
of society f* Is this the ** care'' which he wishes to '^ be takeo 

, * He '^ asserted, that there was no woman of this description, whose 
applicatlQn would not immediately prbcure a prompt admiauen to 
the workhouse ; and care mould he taken <^ har, until some method 
was devised for her being mtored as a useful member (^society/' 
4>, 25« You will remark that this is said oi women who ** lon^ fg 
escape front a life ^infannfj^ 



dif. woaieii.wbo long to escape from^a b$B ojf inlra^^*^: -Aiidt 
is tbis the only Fefiigie be has been aa eiMniesdy (heading for.i 

. He .may indeed answer, a^ you*will judge bew cow«tentljf, 
<< I never gave any opihion upon Uk^ pro^rufy of that system* 
^It fell not within the deaigu oC my pasaplilet to offer, my sentir 
ments upon that abstract que$tvon» nor did I once discuss tb^ 
folky of tiie measure. I only stated, tha^t there Was that pror 
vision afforded them by t^ie law of the huo^! p. 94. So then^ 
Sir, it comes out at last, that this benevolent gentleman, who 
sets a high. value on,immor,tal soMJb, and woj^ld rejoice. la^ 
see those females weeping before. the crpss, humanely. strives 
to cut them off from all the ordinary n^ans of salvation ; aiid 
seeks to immure tbem.UPk pliacjes, which a weU informed magis- 
trate, Mr. Colquhouu, has said, ^f are no where, alas; house^ 
of reform, but generally are seounaries of vice, abodes of mir 
snry .which ^^y all comparison i^ hunoan wretchedness — "* 
.wbich Mr. Rose, that eidightened legislator, has called <' nur* 
series of the most pernicious offenders against the ]aws,t-^whicji 
the Rev. Mr* Gisborn^jeUs u&are '^scepes pf misery to.tl^ 
. aged, and of vice to the young,'' t^-^w^t^ Mr. Justice Ruggles 
describes vary truly as ^^ parish bi^bears to, fii|^ten distress 
from applying. fQir relief^'' § — ^wbichanotber eminent magistrate, 
Justice.Burn, declares are (ift^ conducted ^ by some obnonioua 
.person. of sftvs^e disposiition," (l-^a^d which the learned Judge 
Ashhurst has pronouin^ we^e designed by the poor laws to 
.be '^ a disgcace to those who go ^uto them.*' IT These dreadful 
.abodcs^ are.th^ only rei^eptacles provided by >Mr. Hale, in the 
plenitude of his kiodciess and sympathy, for the aiccommodation 
^of penitents, and ^ subs^tu tes for Penitentiary houses ! ** 

* Treatise on Indigence. f Observations on the Poor Laws, 

J The Duties of Men, § History of the Poor. 

II Justice of the Peace, Art. Poor, If Ibid, 

** Another intelligent magistrate^ and late writer on the Poor-laws^, 
says, **• Workhouses are sometimes held out in terrorem, to prevent the 
application for relief; and, to promote this end farther, are made as 
disagreeable and diSguUing places \yf residence as ingenuity can con- 
trive ;'' p. H6. of'* A short Inquiry into the Policy, Hamanity, and 
past Effects of the Poor Laws.*' 8vb. London. 180T. — But, of 
- all the '* dls^ieeable and disgusting |>k(ces of residence'' that X 
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. ff Tho ioiai^ii^tioo of a clnrifitkii" (to retort his oWo wor(&) 
f* wbul4 b^ lost io wild conjecture isefore it could possibly guess 
tJae design'' of soph a proposal ! *^ Q, my soul ! (he exclaims,) 
f^cme not. tlioa into tfadr secr^! Unto the assembly of such 
wmn • mine honour, be . not thoa united ! I cpuld pursue this 
fsfft of the subject (Mr. H. says) much furUier, but shall re- 
frain; because I really bolienre eveiy wtpoftial re^er mH 
think it waste of time/' Rpply, pp» 113, 114. 

Frojii what I h^ve s&bmitted tq your attention, it must be 
SfUrfsctlj^.obyious thi^t the administfaticfn of the poor-laws will 
vary, accprdii^ to the constrnctioa which is put upon them by 
di&i^nt niagistrates and parish^ifficer^. I tl^iuk it is clear, 
^at the pritctice at WoTship»street caonot b^ always the same ' 
as* at the Police-office, in Queeff-sqnare, Westminster ; aii4 
that Mr. Hale, when a phnrchwarden or overseer,^ would 
on some .imppr^uxt* occasions act totally otherwise than I 
^ould, were I not excused by law from serving such an o^ 
fice. Ty^ diversity, of conduct must necessarily happen, in 
foen who tajce qiposi(» guides to instruct them, or annex a 
difsr^nt Qfeaaing to the sam^e statutes. But, other causes 
^Pfiay also contribyite to produce this variety in the manager 
ment of parish business ; and these caitses hi^ve been jud^- 
piansly as well as forcibly slated by Mr. Colquhoun, whose 
luiowledgp of his subject will i|ot he questioiied by the publio. 

Mr C. sayi^, p« &7« Treatise on Indigence, ft In the general 
distribution of the funds assigned for the relief of the ind^en(, 
.there is seUom nfuck 4^crwiKmatiou> There is no time for mir 

ever witnessed, in tbe^ receptacles of disease and misery, the apart- 
jnent allotted for the confinemeq^ of prostitutes far exceeds the rest 
;n beastly filthiness and horrid odours ! I t;^^re speak only of what! 
have seen in some parishes of the metropohs, where most certainly 
it never entered the minds of the conductors and oyerseers to con- 
vert workhouses into reformatories ! On the. contrary, they are so 
managed tis to keep out those indigent fenpales who are absent, and 
to drive away those who have taken shelter there from dire neces- 
sity !! I 

The same author hints, " diat the magistrates, whose duty it is to 
sec that none are relieved from the public purse, but thqse who ai'e 
either incapable of labour^ or, if capable, unable by their utmost 
IsfTorts to support themselves and their families, have been miserably 
deficient and inattentive in the txecution of tliis duty.^ p. 3^ ' 
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- kmte inquiry ; the object is, to gtt Yid of the ufifurtanate ftppli- 
catit in the easiest manner. The management^ and mode of 
giving relief, often vary as much as the parishes are different 
from one another* The general economy it oReh Irregiilar, ill 
digested, and not seldom thie efifect of momentary inipiflie: 
the result is, that parish officers, thus guided by no fixed prtn* 
ciple, are sbmetifnes right arid often wrong. Established r^gcK 
lations are frequently changed, according to the caprice *ht 
conceited opinion of a new officer, who adopts a theory iA 
y his own, equally erroneous with that cf his pr^decess&r, Somift 
are anxious to acquire credit by diminishing the rates, vhleh 
reduces virtuous indigence often to unnecessary distress ; while 
others, careless and improvident of money not their o\!irn, give 
encouragement to vice and idleness by a ptoffase and indlscfi- 
minate distribution. Other instalices 6ccur, n^here paupers, 
requiring relief, are sent from one repuUive office)r to aitothcir ; 
until, at length, wearied out by fruitless attendance, and un- 
i^killed in the art of impudent importunity which characterizes 
tieious indigence, or disgusted by the contumely and abune 
with which they are loaded, they retire to their miserable 
abodes, if they have any, and pine and di^ by inches, for want 
if student sustenance,*' * ' 

The latest magistrate who has written on the poor-law8,t and 
a justice oi the peace for three inlaiK] counties, ^dpnits it i^ 
*' undeniable, that the preseiit overseers are too much engaged 
in their own necessary avocations, to afford time-^too much 
swayed by their own opposite interests to find inclination, dilN 
jj^ntly — too ignorant, and too short a time in office, to be able 

* A very similar account of the maUadminiscration of the Poor 
Iaws is given at p. %^, of Sabatieu'^ Treatise on Poverty, 8vo« 
1T9T. Xiond. 

If leisure had permitted me to malce further researches, I doubt 
|iot that numerous other authorities might have been cited, in iU 
lustration of our subject. Mr. Hale published his ** TLeply* last 
Jufy^ after more than a hilf-a-yeai-*s deliberation ; but' our An- 
swers must go through the press in one month, being speedily called 
for by the necessity of applying an immediate antidote to his in-r 
jurious aspersions. 

t ^^ A short Inquiry into the Policy, Humanity, and past Effects 
6f the Poor Lftws.'^ Svo. . L6ndon«* 1807« p. 1^9. 
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dfcctii9%», to esert tbemielvw ia find^pg <^at uoployxikeiit lor 
the poor.'' 

The act of the .434 E^zftbeth does nothing to cooopel oveN 
seers to provide wpr)^ for the iudigent^ but mdusthous, pa^ 
roluoner. The pewper that is willing as w.eli as able to obtain 
a liviag by laboiir, has no poixrer of indicting the overseers who 
Q^(le^t to fiad r^w mf^tmals lor work ; and through no dthef 
■jbdium can these parochial di]:ectors be eompelled to execute 
the law** Under certa^a. ciiy#onistai)ces, much power is given 
)»y the 9 Geo. L c« 7* to c<>nfign paupers to the authority and 
abusive Iveatmeot of a 9Qf^tract9r ,ip a workhouse : | but the 
grand eim of most ovjera^ers is, tp^ lessen their own trouble by 
lenaporaiy contribptiops car^jb^y bes^wed, or to repel the, 
eagfBr solicitation^ of distressed object^ ; and not to render thajt 
effectual help* which religion^ sound policy, and humaue laws, 
so imperious^ denfiand. If seduced women or prostitutes are 
sometimes admitted to parish workhouses in a btate of disease, 
they ace speecbly discharged a£Ler their (;ure ; and, alaJB ! little 
er no paina are eiyer taken to cure the still worse disorders of 
their minds, or to restore then), again as useful members to the 
community I This^ $ir, is the way in which our poor laws are 
loo freqoeBtly administered. * 

There is a^Qther pqinj^ in Mr. Hale's pamphlet, which must 
sot be wholly parsed over withou)!^ notice. In the European 
' Magazine, fpr Jaimaryy p. 48j^ Mr. Moser (when reviewing Mr. 
jEial/9'8 first Address) saySi ^^ It is io^possible in our cursory rer 
narks to {plioipr him through the variety of important matters 
w^ich he h^ brouj^t to bear uppa this subject: we musl^ 
therefore, recommend the perusal of this tract to our readers. 
JEftt poTQcfuM ithtervaiions are extremdj/Judiciousy and the fnnver 
qfthe magistrate to suppress brothels and to punish prostitutes 
0SC¥rate^ stmtfim'' Yon will observe, that this is written by 

* See Mr. Colquhoun's Treatise on Indigence, p. 188. 

t SoBse of those contractors are the *^ persons of savage disposi- 
l^pn,*' mentiQned by Justice Bum. There were fifbj-aeven parishes 
an Lx)ndon farmed and maintained by contract^ in 1803.; and tnirtyrsix 
paurishes governed by special acts of parliamept. Se^ Pari, ^tum^ 
^ fi^, printed by the House of Commons ia'l804. 
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** tihe ma^trste whoM losg experienoe in bis official sitoiitioii* 
has so matured bis jadgtnent, tbat few will be disposed to con^ 
trarert bis opilnon,'' Mr. Haie's R^ly, p. 35. '* In fact, dioae 
geatlemen (tbe magistrates) bave been fieqoeiidy 'blamed,'^ 
Mr. Moser adds, ^ for aufferiog evils te exist wbicfa tbe inbar- 
bitants only can give tbem power to suppress: we* are, tbeie* 
fore, glad to see these draunsitUKei aef imto dear aUgki; and, 
as we approve of tbe whole of hm pamphlet^ we -bdpe* that the 
observations it contains' will become the subject of -serfoiis con- 
sideration to tbe public in geneml, and paiticolarly to those 
who, from their situation in hie, from ofieud experience and 
\ local influence, are stHl more concerned in their <^pemtion* 
Now, Sir, what are those lumkiotis, *^ c/Saar,'^ and ** exiremehf 
judtcious obiercatieiM!* respecting " thep&aer of nfagistrates 
io suppress hroihels and to punish prostitutes f^ ' Mr. Hale takes 
sufficient pains, in bis late pamphlet, to avail binisdf of the 
** authority" and commendaUon, given with so much freedom 
by Mr. Moser; and it is therefore of some importsuioe to exa^ 
miue the matter with attention, lest the reader should be grossly 
deceived by this plausible and imposing statement.* 
Mr. Hdle*S' *^ extremefy jtuMekm/' opinion is as follow* : 
lie says, p. 66^ '' that the awful crime af prestittttten is not 
only a breach of the moral law^ but akn a ditit off^ence against 
the community; tbat, therefore,. it ought to be met with a 
legal punishmetUf which is the ovlt method to cheek its pro- 
gress ; that contrary to the laws of God and man, (to Female 
Peiutentiary v^^s established for the sole purpose of exclusively 
benefiting women of the town, not only without the least pv-^ 
nishmentfor their enormous crimes, but with the actual promfee 
of rewards." He observes again, pp. 6% — 79, " fioth Mr., 
Hodson and Mr« Blair have contended at some length, that 
our laws haoe annexed no pumshmeni io the crime tf prostiMioKi 
and, as though they were determined to support the Penilen« 
tiary at every risk against public morals, they have laboured 

• In a publication, upon the means of preventinj^ female pros^ 
titntion and indigence, which T am preparing for the press, this 
much vaunted ** power of magistrates to punish prostitutes'' wiE, 
be conwdercd more at iaige, and elucidated by facts. • 
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Wd to persatide bbr youth that by dur laws formcation and 
prtftUtution are not punishable ai a//; and the Reviewers in the 
Evangelical M^ig^ine have'also asserted (%e ^ame. - Neither 
tiie poUic, who view^the increase of this 'Cn'me as a national 
calamity, northoae toWh^Ai the ex^ciition of the laws are en* 
trusted, can feel- themselves Hiuch obliged^ to those who faaVe 
t>ropBgated such dangerous erroHk^ He then states what he 
conceives to be the law on this subj#^ •and,^ at p. 136^ adds 
*^ Mr. Blair, atthe end of his- Answer, ^!l|s proposed a plan, 
which he thiiAs the best calculated to lessetN^^nm of pros- 
titution, or, to n6e his own wonds^ as the most ItiNuto restrain 
ii within moierate bounds ! This gentleman's whole^f^iphlet 
is filled with contradictions! Foi^tting that he had uHosn 
considerable pains to persuade the public, that our UttDS couH * 
not fairly be brought to apply to notorious prostitutes^ he rccom' . 
mends thai all the present laws against open lewdness and disor- 
derly conduct might be rigidly enfaircedt ! and insists upon it 
that the notorious seducer^ whether male or female, should al%ays 
be punkked and- openly exposed as' an object of public abhop- 
rence ! I / The whole of this plan consists of fourteen Rules, 
which Mr« Blair tells us should be sanctioned and upheld by the 
Le^^/vre : but they are so clogged with difficulties, that it 
would- be impossible to put^the whole in execution." 

' With respect to the> plan which I had suggested, to keep 
down this national evil within moderate bounds, I shall at pre- 
' ^nt only remark that Mr. Golqnhoun, with the Editors of the 
Biitiah Critic, and other Reviewers, have condescended to give 
a dififerent judgment frbm Mr. 'Hale : but, with regard to the 
. inadequacy of our laws to puni^ ofienders of thi$ kind, I be- 
lieve the defect has been pretty generally acknowledged by 
xo^istFates themsdves ; and therefore, he clEin have no very 
great cause to say, ^*The advocates of the Penitentiary ought 
. to be ashamed of their conduct, in attempting to justify, the 
necessity of that asylum under the too common though mis- 
taken plea, that our statutes are inadequate." p. 198. 

As Mr. Hale egregiously and unaccountably mistakes my 

•real sentiments, he might have well spared me the character of 

wiitiog with ^pecidiar rashnesi' uxid the embelU^Iwent of three 
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narks of admirBtion to my wordi. For, NO WHERE hvfe I 
dtnied that ** ofkv ahd Koroitiovs lewdkcss'^ U pimiahablc ; 
bit, on the other band, I even quoted from Judge Vtm^kn^amft 
CommentarieB, book tv. chap: 4. a page ahd half, to nhtm 
'qaihe the coutraij! This will be seen, Sir, if you ttim tp 
pp. SI9 $2^ and 53, of my Auiwer ; and indeed Mr. H* bimfeif,^ 
in his learned Reply, (perhaps with my help) has quoted dgfat 
lines from the same chapter of Blackstone's work,^ in snpport of 
nearly the tame opinion which I had given ! Such a Very in«« 
genuousy and honest mode of disputing against me, deserves al 
least twice as many potes of admiration as he haa annexed 
to what he calls our '< D^voERetrs aR&oE/ This is the gen- 
tleifian too, who lamentably complains that *^unf0r methods of 
pwr^f«fiifa/»oii^ have beeiv taken by ALL his oppouenls, i^ 
•Qsweriiq^ him ! p. 6, 

The red diflbrence betwetn his notion and mine seems to be 
this; th^ he puts a constructsoik upon the Rotates ayiinst 
^ idle and disordeiiy pensons/* especially the 17 Geo. II. which 
in my Answer | endeavoured to -shew waa totally greuadless 
and unwarrantable.* I might have there adduced the respect-r. 
able authority of Mr^ Colquhoun, who had given a silbilar in« 
terpretatioto of this important statute, in tiis admirable treatise 
on Indigence, chap, ii. wherein he remarks thst the vagrant 
lawft are '^estremeiy ifnperfecty'^ p. 68, and regrets <* bow moch 
a revision i^ necessary ; more espedaUy, as the present system 
has not otdy failed in producing the e^t ii^tended, but as 
idleness and vagrancy place such e multitude of women iUKi 
children in the ranks of indigene^, and render them a heavy 
burdeil on the industrious part of the community," p. 7^* Mr^' 
Golquboun again says, *' The punibhmcnt'fnder tb^ present 
vagrant act operates rather m an ^iruetum tben as SLPtm^ 
to th^ object in the view of the Legtslaturei'' p« 7^% Such 
dear and decided language is quite satisfactory*' ' r 

f But Air. Hale, and his grave apologist, Mr, Moser, thiiik very 
much otherwise ;' for, say they«^«' The liQgislatare, possessing 
mott discernment respecting the fatttre operation of ^tewa than 
these deltnders of the Female Pisait^tiaiy, heYe'soeOnstraeted 

• See Prostitutes reclaimed and Penitents proteeieS, pp.'7l*-t% 
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At liUiptit^^ ikai, tmiitutiSr W9(k^ and iom tim ^r^eti, 
mi^ corrtctfji h ,deemfid Hk tmd disorderly persoM^ ma^^ for 
tUjf qfeftcp^ he taken before the mapstraJU^ and at ku ditcretim 
te fonindUed t(0eoiitary eoti/Snem^f eitier Jot a montky or 
shorter period^ or to the seeeifme,. . ITrGeo. II. c. 5. Thus tte 
xtry ohjfict m i^«ompIi9bed» and tbese women itcunedt viihout 
the possibility of evading tHJS U2B.X89 lbttxi^ of tbs act/* 
^piy* .P' 7h-yfi^r^ tbe << express letter of the ^ct»^ as here 
iQOQStnied bj Mr* Hale, strongly reniinde me of this gentleman's 
pommeiitary on Ibe 9 Oeo. I. ^. 7* which he told his readers 
f* eiqiresilji states" end ** command/' whi^t nobody else can 
jfiQd ttiere;.Q3icept his. very discerning friend, the Reviewer, who 
f < Ag/ret^" with biiPf that " the law^ with reipect to the prompt 
.adiWsiQii into the workhouse, &c/if so clear and espUcii, that it 
hoe never been doubted by a^ xoki have perused the statutes^ or 
had the kfut ef^eriemoe iapwroohial ^airs^ p. 31 . ibid. Bat, we 
lOJ^J yet efsin be infomed, if Mr. H« ventures to publish ag^^ 
,^^ Leflit any whQ bavii not, the acts to refer to» sbonld suppcise 
that I. vpsk, patting, a^ ncmng constmctiQn upon the law, I will fiir- 
ther confirm it by stating its daily applicatiott ii^ omr courts of 
justice^ — that is, at the policerofiice in Worship-street ( ! ! p. 32. 
Instead of such ** illusory phantoms'^ and '* practical obseiv 
vatiooa/f 1 wiU tMct the Uber^ of Referring these two '' loko 
^^biuehc^rd'' commen^tors to '* a more suas ov.ide,'' fof 
the right understanding of our pienal statutes, relative to ^ tho 
. power of magistrates to suppress brothc^ls emd punish prosti* 
lutes i' viz^ An Abridgement of Penal Statutes, which exhibits 
•tone view the offiMices, and the punishments or penalties in 
(Oonseqa^nce of those offencesn &€« by Wijulxam AddingtoKii 
£sq. of the Bliblie Qffice iii 3Qw-f treet — also, chap, xxxii. f xi« 
Y» i 78» of Nolan's Trei^tifie oo the Poor Laws-rCMid the au- 
thorities n^ntioived in a Qoto to p« )34 of Caldecott's Re- 
ports of cases relative to the duly and office of a Justice of the 
Peaee, Rex P. Inhabitiuits of Weatmeon^ If Mr. If ale and Mr« 
M^ser ehonld cimtiotte to think, aS; they now do, th^t '' a very 
few gentlemen of piety and respectability in eacb parish, who 
are 4et«nniQ^ to intend to its parochial concerns^ are so sup^ 
.per^ by t(ie U^ «^ ttte litnd> tb«t: they are perfectly compe^ 
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tmt to suppresi brotbels 'and clear the streets ^f tverjf prosff' 
iut^,'' p. 135,- and that '^ the magistrates would most cheer- 
ftlly support them in this undertaking,*' p- 16; then, I ad^ts^ 
these shrewd expounders of the law to co-o^rate with thost 
respectable, and 2ealous parishioners in different parts of the 
metropolis^ who, for a long time past, have in vain been appl^ 
ing themselves to this legal renudy /* ' s 

Besides these glaring and prominent errors in Mr. Haleli 
Reply, I find numerous other fanciful and distorted views of 
the Penitentiary, and of the principles held byitk supporters. 
But the facts, and arguments, on both sides, are iiow before 
the world ; and I doubt not, when time and correct information 
shall have dispelled the mist of prejudice^ which has been 
lately thrown over the subject^ this noble Institution (like others 
of the same kind) will be deemed highly worthy of the patron- 
age both of the wise and good,* not only of the present but of 
fixture generations. Upon the whole, however,- it does not ap^ 
pear that Mr. Hale has realized his fond expectation, p. 4, ^' of 
conducting hmlself with thai propriety which toill raise him Ugh 
in the scale of public opinion" 

I remain, Dear Sir, 
er€tt ^«;;j*„^'J^',gJ*°*"*y' Yow sincere Friend, 

W. BLAIR. 

To Mr. G. JBodson, 

* See " An Appeal to the Virtue and good Sense of the Inhafoitams 
of St. Martin's in the Fields^ and other Parishes, &c. on the Subject 
of Prostitutes walking the Streets;*' just published by Hatchard*,. ^ 
price 6d. 

• ' • • • . 

THE END. 
• • • . 

APnrnoNAL erratAit 

T^t f 9, line 4 from bottom, /or or read nor. 
6iy -^ 8 from ditto, for to read do. * 
86, — 28 and 23 dOtfrom it to then mc^wdw. 
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